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warrants it; but the rule is now to be reversed 
for the first time in this country. Sir, | under- 
take to say you are now called on to criminate, 
by speeches and the circulation of reports, in 
upusual and extraordinary numbers, an individ- 
ual, before the very testimony is examined by his 
triers, who are, by this motion, to be made the 
ergaus of its publication and distribution. Why, 
Mr. Speaker, the humblest culprit arraigned at 
the judicial bar of our country, for crimes the 
most foul and atrocious, is indulged with the time 
and opportunity for a fair hearmg and a full and 
complete defence, an ample examination of all the 
testimony against him, before the sentence of con- 
demnation is passed upon him. And is a high 
officer of this Government to be debarred the 
privilege allowed to the common malefactor? Say 
what you will, sir, the present proceedings against 
this department have tie tendency necessarily to 
produce the results | have named. Whether by 
accident or design, he is to be the victim. Friend 
and foe seem ready for the sacrifice, and he gets it 
from them all, right and left. Why, sir, not wait 
for the printing and examination of the two re- 
ports of the Senate, which, before they were 
printed or read, (1 mean by the Senators,) pro- 
duced a bill from that body; a bill which has been 
sent down to us for the reorganization of that 
department? I stand here as a sworn juror be- 
tween the country and the accused; and, for one, 
I will not act, by the God that made me, except 
on ample proof. Let us have it. Not only this 
report, but the two reports from the Senate. Why, 
sir, should we prejudge this case? Why act be- 
fore the proof is before us? Why attempt to 
forestall or prejudice the public mind? Why anti- 
cipate a decision which may never be made by 
this body, when they have the time and means to 
investigate for themselves? 


These reports may be antagonist to each other, | 


and yet, sir, you are called on to anticipate your 
future judgment, deliberately formed, by testi- 
mony you have not heard, and a system of con- 
duct which may lead to the most unjust and vin- 
\ ive crimination of those who may be (as | 
believe them) completely innocent. Tell me not 
that the head of this department is not to be 
directly and immediately affected by this precipi- 
tate and ill-advised action of the House. I know 
better, sir. You cannot alienate his personal and 
political ident.-y in this determination. The object 
is, his removal, his political demolition. It shall 
not happen, sir, with my consent, without a full 
and fair trial. No, sir, I want all the documents— 
I demand ali the proofs—show me official dere- 
liction and I will vote for its radical removal. 
Show me corruption, peculation, defalcation, or 
negligence, and with all my heart I will join in 
the application to remove it—but I must first cee 
and know it, before | attemptaremedy. Thereis 
one thing I must here add—that for the first time 
the Postmaster General has been personally the 
subject of accusation. During the whole of the 
last session (elsewhere, as in this body) he has 
escaped unscathed. His character has been held 
sacred. ' avow openly, and with pride, my warm 
attachment to the head of this department. I 
have known him long, and love and esteem, and 
revere his many cstimable and exalted properties, 
and it was a matter of no ordinary compliment, 
that throug all the bitterness of party feeling 
during the last session of Congress, as well as the 
present, when the hail storms of party malevo- 
lence and persecution beat about his department 
and himself as its representative, that his person 
was held sacred, that no harm approached him, 
that the full tribute to his individual merits was 
exacted by a knowledge of his worth, from the 
bitterest of his opponents; and I now dare and 
defy any man on or off this floor to impeach 


the personal or political integrity of William T. 
Barry. 


Notwithstanding (continued Mr. L.) the long 


fervices, unquestioned abiluy, and worth of my 
honorable colleague, (Mr. Wuittiesey|—than 
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to whom no one more readily than myself is willing 
to accord the merit of usefulness and indefaugable 
zexl, honesty and energy of action as a Represent- 


ative of my State upon this floor, one who has | 


justly earned its confidence and high regard, and 
made me ready, always ready, toacknowledge his 
ability, and claim him with prideand pleasureasa 
collesgue, however widely we may differ in some 
things—to day he has surprised me by attempting 
to disprove the statements of the gentleman from 
Maine, |Mr. Smiru,] by showing in his way that 
there was no proof of the fact before the House that 
the burdens of the department were increased by 
the Increase of extra printing during the last session 
of Congress, and therefore, that the statements 
were fallacious. Why, sir, it requires no proof, 
(said Mr. L.;) it is a matter that addresses itself 


| at once to the common sense and understanding 


of every man upon this floor. Can there be an 
enormous increase of documents without the in- 
dispensable increase of cost for their circulation 
by the mail? [tis a matter about which there can 
be no dispute. Add to the tonnage, and you must 
pay for the increased carriage. Maltiply docu- 
ments, and you must provide means for their trans- 
portation. And thus it has been, sir, among other 
means that the department has reached the point 
of difficulty complained of. 

The trouble exists mainly, in my opinion, in 
the increased burdens imposed on the department 


| by the legislation of Congress, one way or another, 


and us willingness and anxiety to meet the de- 
mands thus made on it. Sir, | appeal in a spirit 
of frar kness to this body, if they have not, by 
their sysiem of legislation, contributed mainly to 


| produce the state of things of which they now | 


complain against the Post Office Department. By 
the application of what class of people have new 
mail routes been established, post offices created, 
contracts made, and extra allowances granted? 
My answer is, by members of Congress. 


long, exhibiting a list of all who have thus kindly 


_aided to the distress of the department they are 


now so ready to condemn and execrate.) 
Sir, by the proposition now before you, we are 


| called on to aggravate the evil which the document 


j 


complains of that we send abroad. You starta 


diseased herald to report the malady of which the | 


(And ] 


I trust the catalogue wiil be forthcoming before | 


very messenger is the subject—one of a family of | 


Sifty thousand. 


I am opposed to any new panic, therefore I shall | 
| vote against the printing now, and hereafter, of a 
| single extra sheet of anything; especially where 


the design is to anticipate the action of the House 
and forestall public judgment. Such printing as 


| is indispensable to the purposes of legislation Lam | 


| prepared to vote for, but no more. 


been opposed to this extravagant propensity of 
the House. Let any gentleman on this floor turn 


| to the mass of well bound printed trash of the last 
session, and say if the load of such matter under | 


which his shelves now groan, of panic speeches, 


I have ever | 


1 


memorials, reports, resolutions, and even names, || 
will not compel him honestly to admit that there | 
is to be found the true secret of at least one diffi- 
| culty under which the department has had to labor; 


but there are others which in due time shall be 
noticed. 


Let the House, | say, however, pause || 
first itself, before it arraigns any other depart- 
| ment of the Government. Sir, the extra printing |! 


of this House would cover all the extra allow- | 


| abuses too of the franking privilege. 


ances (occasioned chiefly by the action of Con- 


gress) of the Post Office Department for the last | 


two years. I hazard the opinion. Look at the 


One main | 


| object avowed in defence of this proposition is | 
'to supply the districts of certain gentlemen— 
_ yes, sir, to make Uncle Sam pay for the privilege | 
of getting ourselves reélected by franking home | 


any quantity of documents. My day is over, sir, 
in that way, but [ assure gentlemen that I never 
knew much good to come of it—you can’t frank 
to every elector ia the district—one is as much 


| entitled as another-—and so ‘ar as my experience 


I] 
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goes, you make more enemies than friends by 
tranking at all, for I never sent one document toa 
constituent that I did not receive on an average at 
least one letter from another, complaining that he 
had been neglected; so that but little good is done 
in that way. 

But, sir, in conclusion, I desire nothing but what 
is fair and just i the decision of the House upon 
this matter. Let us have an opportunity before 
we condemn pure and upright and hitherto honor- 
able men—let us compare with the increased busi- 
ness of this department, under the present head, 
the expenses, the defalcations, the practices, the 
uses and abuses of those who preceded him. I 
wish, sir, and hope that all these matters have 
come within the observance of the committee, and 
that as they are greatly regulated by precedent and 
contrast, we may expect to find less guilt than has 
been anticipated or hoped for, and an equal amount 
of integrity, fidelity, and official usefulness, as will 
compare with any precedent administration of the 
department. I have occupied the House longer 
than | wished or expected, and conclude by hoping 
that they will at least reduce the number proposed 
of extra copies. 

Messrs. ELISHA WHITTLESEY and CRA- 
MER afterwards addressed the House, and Mr. 
LiUBBARD moved the previous question; which 
was seconded by a majority of the House, and 
taken, being on the motion, as modified and 
divided, to print three thousand extra copies of 
the reports and documents. The question was 
taken by yeas and nays; and decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 161, nays 47. 

The question was then also taken by yeas and 
nays on printing twenty thousand extra copies of 
reports without the documents; and passed in the 
affirmative—yeas 101, nays 93. 

The House then adjourned, 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, February 16, 1835. 


Petitions were presented by Messrs. TOMLIN- 
SON and TYLER. 


Mr. WAGGA MAN presented a communication 
from the Legislature of Louisiana, together with 
a joint resolution praying a grant of land from 
Congress to that State for the purposes of public 


education; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MANGUM, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to which the following bills from the House 
of Representatives were referred, reported the 
same, as follows: 

A bill for the relief of John Frazer & Co., with- 
out amendment; 

A bill for the relief of Richard Butman, with- 
out amendment; 

A bill for the relief of Riddle, Becktel, and 
others, without amendment. 


On motion of Mr. MANGUM, the Committee 
on Finance were discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the petition of James Robinson. 


Mr. WEBSTER, from the same committee, to 


' which was referred the bill from the House of 


Representatives making ree for the 
fortifications of the United States for the year 
1835, reported the same with an amendment. 


Mr. McKEAN, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which the bill for the relief of Job Barton 
was committed, reported the same without amend- 
ment. 


Mr. TOMLINSON, from the same committee, 
to which was referred the bills for the relief of 
John Herrick and Job Wood, reported them, 
severally, without amendment, 


Mr. BELL, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill from the House of 
Representatives for the relief of Samuel Buller, 
reported the same without anendment. 
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Mr. SHEPLEY, from the same committee, to 
which the bill from the House for the relief of 
Thomas Clements was referred, reported the same 
without amendment. 


Mr. LEIGH, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
the legal representauves of William Ramsey, de- 
ceased, 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of John 
Dougherty. 

Both the last mentioned bills were read the first 
time, and ordered to a second reading. 


Mr. LEIGH, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, made an unfavorable report upon 
the petition of the representatives of Leonard 
Cooper, deceased; and the committee were dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the same. 


Mr. MOORE, from the same committee, made 
unfavorable reports upon the petitions of Margaret 
Riker, the representatives of Elizabeth Goodwin 
and Margaret Leitch, of M. St. C. Clarke agent 
of the State of Georgia; of the heirs of Samuel 
Clagett and George Richards; of Joseph Boggy, 
heir of Joseph Placy; of the heire of James Davis; 
of the heirs of Thomas Wert; of the heirs of 
Francis Cazesu, and the heirs of Henry Irwin. 
LAND SCRIP TO HOLDERS OF UNLOCATED 

MILITARY LAND WARRANTS. 

On motion of Mr. POINDEXTER, the Senate 
took up for consideration the bill authorizing the 
issuing of scrip to holders of unlocated military 
land warrants; when, on his motion, it was post- 
poned to, and made the special order for, Friday 
next. 

PRINTER TO THE SENATE. 


Mr. PRESTON submitted the following reso- | 


lution: 
That on Thursday next the Senate will proceed 
to the election of a printer. 


REPRESENTATIVES OF LIEUTENANT ROB- 
ERT JEWETT. 
The bil! for the relief of the personal represent- 


atives of the late Lieutenant Robert Jewett, was 
read the third time and passed. 


BRIG DESPATCH. 


On motion of Mr. SUEPLEY, the Senate con- 
sidered, as in Committee of the Whole, the bill 
for the relief of the owners of the brig Despatch; 
and the same was ordered to be engrossed fora 
third reading. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House were sev- 
erally read the first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill for the relief of Enoch Blaisdell; 


A bill granting pensions to certain persons | 


therein named; 

A bill granting a pension to John W. Willey, 
and for increasing the pension of George Fields; 
A bill granting a pension to William Slocum; 
A bill granting a pension to William Wilges; 

A bill for the relief of Samuel M. Asbury; 

A billgranting a pension to Francis F. St. Cuir; 

A bill for the relief of certain invalid pensioners 
therein named; 

A bill granting a pension to Joseph Mead; 

A bill for the relief of John Dal, of Maine; 

A bill for the relief Simeon Meachum; 

A bill granting a pension to Luke Voorhise; 

A bill granting a pension to Colonel Gideon 
Morgan; 

A bill granting a pension to Benjamin Leslie; 

A biil granting a pension to William Baden and 
James Harrington; 

A biil for the relief of John Aston; 

A bill for the relief of Ephraim F. Gilbert; 

A bill granting a pension to Isaac Carter; 

A bill granting a pension to John Gerodelle; 

A bill for the relief of Samuel Shelmerdine; 

A bill for the relief of Thomas Morton; 

A bill to increase the pension of Origen Eaton; 

A bill granting a pension to John W. Cox; 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Swartwood; 

A bill granting an arrearage of pension to Ed- 
ward Nicholson. 
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A bill for the relief of Abram E. Boutwell and | making an appropriation for the reservation of 


David Pearson; 

A bill granting a pension to Robert Lucas; 

A bill for the relief of George McFadden; 

A bill for the relief of Simeon 8. Morrill and 
Theophilus Beekman; 

A bill for the relief of George C. Seaton; 

A bill granting a pension to Larned Swallow; 

A bill granting a pension to John Bryant; 

A bill granting a pension to Noah Miller; 

A bill placing Captain Cole, a Seneca Chief, on 
the pension roll; 

A bill for the relief of Benjamin Holland; 

A bill for the relief of William Keller; 

A bill granting a pension to Justus Cobb; 

A bill granting a pension to L. L. Van Velken- 
burg; 

A bill granting a pension to Isaac Eckingle; 

A bill for the relief of William C. Beard; 

A bill for the relief of Jacob Stewart; 

A bill for the relief of Elijah Blodget; 

A bill for the relief of Thomas Simpson; 

A bill for the relief of ‘Thankful Randall; 

A bill for the relief of Colonel Daniel Newnan; 

A bill for the relief of Peter Triplett; 


A bill for the relief of Peter Doxtator and J. | 


Weaver; 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Gilbert; 

A bill for the relief of the widow and heirs of 
Samuel Southerland; 

A bill for the relief of Timothy Jordan; 

A bill for the relief of Daniel Page; 

A bill for the relief of Walter Phillips; 

A bill for the relief of Elizabeth May; 

A bill for the relief of Jared Buckingham; 

A biil for the relief of Solomon Case; 


A bill for the relief of the widow of Noah Chit- | 


tenden; 

A bill for the relief of Colonel William Law- 
rence; and 

A biil to provide for paying certain pensioners 
at Jackson, Tennessee. 


RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES OF GOVERN- || 


MENT. 


The resolution submitted some days since by | 


Mr. Bexron, calling on the President for certain 


information to be furnished at the next session of || 


Congress, was taken up for consideration. 

Mr. POINDEXTER said that the resolution 
was of a very extraordinary character. He had 
no objection to a call on one of the departments 
or the President himself for faets. But this call 
was much more comprehensive than any other he 
had ever seen. It called for speculative opinions. 
He would propose, if it was to pass, to add to the 
end of it, that the President be requested to fur- 
nish a treatise on banking, and a history of his 
Administration. It would be quite as applicable 
as the subject-matter of the resolution. Mr. P. 
said he objected to the resolution, that it had a 
tendency to remind the President of his constitu- 
tional duties, when he was bound to communicate 
annually to Congress information on all these 
subjects. To call for his opinions as to the ad- 
ministration of the Government, came within the 
line of his constitutional duties. Mr. P. said he 
never had seen such a resolution as this was, 
either here or elsewhere. At the organization of 
the Government, there was an opinion seriously 
held by the Democratic side of the House, that we 
could not properly call on the President for his 


opinion on any measure involving the great inter- | 


ests of the country, and these were General Ham- 
ilton’s views on this subject. 

Mr. P. said he objected to this resolution on 
the ground of its beimg a proceeding sui generis. 
At present he moved to lay the subject on the 


' table. 


Mr. BENTON rose merely to ask the yeas and 
nays upon this disposition of the resolution. 


Mr. POINDEXTER intimated his willingness | 


to call it up on Wednesday next, and Mr. BEN- 
TON then withdrew his call, and the resolution 
was laid on the table. 


BLACK ROCK HARBOR. 


The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Tomutnson, on Saturday last, was taken up, con- 
sidered, and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 


| Black 


| justifiable, and require great amelioration. 


ock harbor, on the northerly side of L 
Island Sound. ee 


JAMES L. STOKES. 
The bill for the relief of James L. Stokes was 
' considered as in Committee of the Whole, and, on 


motion of Mr. POINDEXTER, was laid on the 
| table. 


| PAUL POISSOT. 
|| ‘The bill for the relief of Paul Poissot was con- 


sidered as in Committee of the Whole, and, on 
motion of Mr. PORTER, was laid on the table. 


1} 
| LAWS FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
| 


The bill to provide a system of laws for the Dis- 
| trict of Columbia was taken up, and considered 
| as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. TYLER said the bill proposed to enact the 
system of laws reported by the District Committee 
two years ago. He said it was almost incon- 
ceivable in what a state of confusion the laws of 
this District were placed. It would require too 


‘| much prolixity to enter fully into an examination 


of them. The cession of the District—these ten 
miles square—was made some thirty years since, 
and some of the laws now in operation here were 
a century in existence, some of which would put 
'a Christian man to blush. Some of them, it is 
| true, are dormant, but they can be awakened 
_ whenever an occasion presents. He objected to 
| the District of Columbia being made a great slave 
| mart. It is now a depot for the purchase of slaves 
from the surrounding country—the States of Vir- 
ginia and Maryland. The code of laws which is 
proposed to be enacted by this bill attempts the 
abolition of this practice of making the District a 
depot for the purchase and sale of slaves. The 
| punishment of the black population here is under 
the existence of laws which are anything but 
As to 
the judicial system, it cannot be in a worse situa- 
| tion than that in which the committee found it. 
But that which is enough to break down the ener- 
| gies of any system, is the system of administering 
| the laws by the magistrates, which would be a 
curse in any country. A host of justices of the 
peace are living here, with signs over their office 
doors, which seem like proclaiming, ‘* justice 
_ bought and sold here.’’ He did not say that this 
state of things actually existed. But the state 
of the laws holds out inducements to justices to 
make fees by making business. There are also an 
'army of constables here, who are affiliated with 
the justices; and each favor the other. The sys- 
tem makes the justice dependent upon his fees; 
/ and whenever your system makes the judicial offi- 
cer dependent upon his fees, you make him, in- 
stead of being an officer of the peace, a disturber 
of the peace. He spoke now of no particular 
individuals. But the bill proposed to reform these 
evils, which will save to the District, in fees alone, 
| some thirty or forty thousand dollars. At present 
nothing is found more profitable to the magistrates 
than to get up assaults and batteries—tbe more 
witnesses that are brought up, the more fees are 
obtained. Mr. T. said he had heard accusations 
of this sort, though no case had fallen under his 
own observation. He thought the committee had 
proposed a judicial scheme which would eave from 
thirty to forty thousand dollars in official fees. 
The business of the courts, when examined, it 
| would be seen, progressed tardily. Only one court 
existed for every species of criminal business; and 
the same court was at the same time invested with 
| the most extensive civil jurisdiction. He did not 
| propose to enter fully into this question; but he 
thought thus much was necessary arfd due to the 
Senate, as well as to the people of the District. 
He would have preferred that bills should be 
reported, and passed one by one, until a code of 
good laws should be made; but he would be very 
well satisfied if the Senate would pass the bill and 
enact the system now. It was impossible that the 
code could be understood by an examination of it 
alone. ; 
Mr. T. having concluded, 
Mr. CALHOUN move? to lay the bill on the 
| table, for the purpose of proceeding to the special 


' 


|| order; which was agreed to. 
\| THE FOUR YEARS’ LAW. 


be instructed to inquire into the expediency of | The Senate then resumed the consideration of 
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the bill to repeal the act of 1820, commonly called 
the four years’ law, 

Mr. W EBSTER rose, and said he had proposed 
to give his views on the subject before the Senate; 
and of no other gentleman wished to occupy the 
door, he would embrace that opportunity. 

No other Senator rising, Mr W. proceeded: 

The question (he said) involved subjects of the 
most serious consequences to the people of the 

Inited States, and of great constitutional im- 
portance. It had for its object to diminish the 
increasing power of the Executive Department. | 
He did not consider the powers which the bill was | 
calculated to restrain, as belonging to the class of 
consutational powers. He fully concurred with 
those who thought that it was important, as well 
for the present as the future, that some check 
should be imposed on executive power. Opinions 
should be left free; the rightof suffrage should 
be exercised on principle, not to promote private 
interests and party purposes. 

He thought that executive power, acting on 
those who depended on its patronage for offices 
and honors, exerted a powerful influence on pop- 
viar elections. But how was that power of the 
President exerted? Before the act of 1820 the 
officer was continued, unless removed. But now 
his term of office expired every four years, and 
another might be nominated in his stead. 

He would admit that, in the case of accounting 
ofiicers, frequent changes might be beneficial; but, 
on the whole, the results of the four years’ iaw 
caused more evil than good. That law gave new 
power and influence to the President. Before 
that time che President could remove from office, 
but seldom exerted that power. But since the law 
required a renewal once in four years, when that 
time approached, those in office were in a state of 
coutinual fear, lest they should lose their places; 
while those out of office were contriving methods | 
of getting it. The officehoider would endeavor to 
hold on by subserviency to the appointing power; 
those out of office, by greater zeal and devotion, 
would hope to secure themselves an appointment, | 
and thus destroy all that manly independence 
which should characterize frecmen. In that way 
we were plunging deeper and deeper into the | 
abyss at every election. And thus things would 
go on to the destruction of all our republican insti- 
tutions. The theory of our Government was very 
plain and simple. The great difficulty was to 
keep back those attractions that act upon the hopes 
and fears of the people—to make office, not a | 
place of honor and profit, but of trust and confi- | 
dence; to repress and suppress everything that 
tended to individual aggrandizement. It was | 
essential-that every officer should feel that he was 
an officer for the country, not for himself. The | 
Navy, the Post Office, and all other departments, |, 
were instituted only for the welfare of thecountry, | 
not appendages of executive power. The decrease || 
of that power should be an important object to || 
all who wished to see the Government brought || 
back to its original simplicity. Some gentlemen 1 
pretend to see no danger in so small a number of °| 
men as those within the reach of executive influ- || 
ence. But it must be remembered that they are 
men of intelligence, and act in concert. He was 
willing to admit, with the honorable Senator from 
Maine, (Mr. Suepiey,] that many advantages 
would result from frequent changes, but believed 
it was opening the door for still greater evils. 

But there was another part of the subject of 
still greater magnitude, in his opinion. It was 
the constitutionality of the law. It was the prin- 
cipai object of his rising to’examine that point. 
The power of removal had been supposed to lie 

with the President since the discussion of 1789 
It was then fully and ably discussed by the great 
lights that formed the Constitution, and decided in 
favor of dhe Executive, by the casting vote of the 
presiding officer. But Mr. W. believed the minor- 
ity to have been in the right on thatoccasion. He 
considered the decision as wrong in principle. 
The question was, had the President the power to 
remove from office, except where it was especially 
delegated by the Constitution? He would not trust 
to that decision; but go to the Constitution, the | 
source whence that controverted power flowed. | 

Mr. W. went on to argue that, as the power of | 
removal was not expressly delegated by the Consti- | 


| absolute, or beyond the control of law, then nothing 


tution, itcould only be exercised by construction, 
by implication, or as incident to the power of 
appointment. And since the President could not 
appoint without the consent of the Senate, so he | 
ought not to remove without the concurrence of 
the Senate. He contended that a mere nomina- 
tion of a new candidate did not vacate the office; 
that if the Senate rejected the nomination, the 
incumbent officer should continue in his place. If 
the Constitution had given to the President the 
power of appointment without the aid of the Sen- 
ate, then he might also exercise the power of re- 
meval. The argument in favor of such executive 
powers rested on their convenience for getting rid 
of an unfaithful officer. But granting the incon- 
venience of not having the removing power, still 
inconvenience alone could not confer power. Such 
were mere arguments of convenience and construc- 
tion. 

There had been another proposition thrown out 
in the course of the debate; that was, whether 
execulive power was subject to constraint, or not, | 
by law? He believed it might be. For if it was 


could be done respecting it; but all knew that | 
offices could be created or abolished by Congress, | 
at its pleasure. Even thetime of the continuation 
of an office might be fixed. The power exercised | 
by Congress in passing the four years’ law, was a 
proof of it. That law not only limited the term 
of holding office, but actually took away commis- 
sions which had been signed by the President and 
sanctioned by theSenate. If Congress had power | 
to make that law, they had power to repeal it, and 
place still further restraints. But he considered 
the proposition before the Senate rather as a bill 
to regulate the tenure of office, than to restrain 
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the power of the Executive. 
When Mr. Wesster concluded, 
Mr. WRIGHT rose and spoke at length in 


opposition to the bill, and was followed by Mr. 


WHITE in support of it. 


The amendment submitted by Mr. Cray on 
Saturday was then agreed to. 


bill, 


The question being on the engrossment of the | 


Mr. WEBSTER demanded the yeas and nays; | 


which were ordered, and are as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bibb, Black, Calhoun, Clay, 


Ewing, Goldsborough, Kent, King of Georgia, | 
Leigh, Linn, McKean, Mangum, Moore, Naudain, | 
Poindexter, Prentiss, Preston, Silsbee, Smith, | 


Southard, Swift, Tomlinson, Tyler, Waggaman, 
Webster, White—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Brown, Buchanan, Grundy, 
Hendricks, Hill, Kane, King of Alabama, Knight, 
Morris, Robison, Ruggies, Shepley, Tallmadge, 
Tipton, Wright—15. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and then 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, February 16, 1835. 

Petitions and memorials were presented b 
Messrs. EVANS, KAVANAGH, and SMITH, 
of Maine. 

{Mr. Smirn presented a copy of the proceed- 


| ings of a public meeting, holden in the city of Port- 


land, on the 10th instant, for the purpose of taking | 
into consideration the expediency of one or more | 


breakwaters in the harbor of that city. Mr.S. 


remarked, that the meeting is represented as having | 


been composed of the merchants, ship-owners, 
and masters, at that port; and their resolutions 
declare the necessity of an expenditure for the pro- 
tection of their harhor and property. 


tinguished and experienced merchant, presided at 
the meeting. The subject, sir, is one of vital im- 
portance to the property of Portland, and, in fact, 
tothe commercial interests of the State of Maine. 
The work has been strongly recommended as of 
great utility, after a careful survey, by an engi- 
neer of the Government. An appropriation for it 


/ has aiso been reported by a committee of this 


House, during the present session of Congress. 
Under this state of the matter, it will be unneces- 
sary to refer the proceedings now presented to a 
committee, but I ask that they may be printed for 





I perceive | 
(said he) that the Mayor of thecity, who is a dis- | 


} 
| 








251 
the information of the louse. The printing was 
ordered accordingly. | 

Mr. PiERCE, of New Hampshire; 

Mr. PHILLIPS, of Massachusetts; 

(Mr. Purvis presented the memorial of 3,600 
ladies residing in Massachusetts, in favor of the 
abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia; 
which was laid on the table. } 

' Messrs. BURGES and PEARCE, of Rhode 
sland; 

Messrs. DAY, CAMBRELENG, HARD, and 
DICKSON, of New York; 

Mr. DICKSON presented the memoria! of sun- 
dry citizens of Rochester, in the State of New 
York, praying Congress to take the proper meas- 
ures for abolishing slavery within the District of 
Columbia; which he moved be laid on the table 
and printed, together with the names attached to 
the same. 

Mr. BOON asked for a division of the motion. 

The question was first put on printing the me- 
morial without the signatures, and agreed to. 

After the decision was pronounced by the Chair, 
some doubt was expressed by Mr. WISE whether 
a majority had voted in the affirmative, and it was 
suggested that the question was not understood by 
the House. 

The SPEAKER rose again to propound the 
question. 

Mr. McKENNAN objected, on the ground that 
the decision had already been announced. 

Mr. WISE said he did not vote on the question, 
and he desired to be informed by the Chair, 
whether it was competent for him to move a re- 
re of the vote upon printing the memo- 
rial? 

The SPEAKER said it was. 

Mr. WISE then moved a reconsideration of the 
vote. 

Mr. HIESTER asked that the memorial be read; 
which was done. 

Mr. DICKSON said he would not enter into the 
merits of the question, but as a motion to recon- 
sider had been made, he would only remark, that 
the memorial was signed by the Mayor and many 
of the most respectable citizens of Rochester, be- 
longing to both of the two great parties which now 
agitated the country. 

Mr. CHINN said that he hoped the motion to 
reconsider would prevail. Hesaw nothing which 
distinguished this memorial from any other upon 
the subject. Although it was signed, as the gen- 
tleman from New York had stated to the House, 
by the Mayor of Rochester and other distinguished 
persons, he could not perceive that this fact en- 
titled it to a consideration different from that 

which was given to others. It presents no new 
argument; it states no fact but what was con- 
tained in others; and the grievances which it re- 
cites are common to all which have been offered 
here. It was unnecessary for him to assert that 
these grievances were in the main unfounded. If 
this memorial were printed, why not print all 
which had been offered? There was no difference 
between them; if there were, it was not such as to 
entitle this to unusual consideration. He did not 
wish to discuss this question; hedid not know that 
he ever would discuss it. The whole mischief, 
perhaps, consisted in discussion. This had been, 
and still was, his opinion; and he had always acted 
in conformity with it. He hoped the motion 
would prevail, and that the same disposition would 
be made of this as of the many others which had 
been presented. 

Mr. BOULDIN said that he had not supposed 
he would vote for the printing of this memoria! 
until he heard it read. But after having heard it 
read, he should vote for printing it; not because 
he approved of the presenting of it, or of the object 
of it; nor that he dissented from the general prop- 


‘ositions about liberty and slavery in it; but be- 


cause he wished his constituents to know what 
feelings were entertained by their northern breth- 
ren (some of them) of slavery and slaveholders, 
and the means of abolishing slavery. 

He said he was unwilling to draw any compar- 
isons between the country that he had the honor 
in part to represent, and any other portion of the 
Union; but every remark aboutslavery, and elave- 
holders, and slave-markets, made in that memo- 
rial, in relation to this District, applied equaily to 
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the habits, customs, and legal rights of the people | 


of all the South. He wished them to see what 
those opinions and feelings were; and there/ore, 
nod for that only, he should vote for printing the 
memorial, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, hoped that the 
motion to reconsider would prevail, and that the 
memorial would be laid on the table. He repu- 
diated the interference of the northern with the 
rights and property of the people of the southern 
States. Whenever the North should succeed in 
procuring legisiation by ¢ Jougress in regard to these 
righis and thie species of property, that moment 
the Union would be dissolved. 

Mr. BOON eaid,as he had asked for a division 
of the question, and belonged to a non-slavehold- 
ing State, it was perhaps proper that he should 
say a word or two. There was no person more 
opposed to slavery than himeelf; but while he was 
opposed to the principle, he was also oppored to 
interfering with those rights to property, which 
were guarantied to the citizens of porticuiar States 
and districts by the Constitution of the United 
States. It would be recollected that this question, 
when the subject of the admission of Missouri 
into the Union was before the Louse, had cotne 
very near dividing the Union. He thought the 
samme course which had been adopted by the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Puicurrs,] in 
presenting a similar memorial this morning, which | 
was to move that it be laid on the table, was the 
proper one, and that this memorial should be dis- 
yosed of in a simi'ar manner. 

Mr. FILLMORE gaid, asit was understood that 
the Committee on the District of Columbia would 
not act upon this subject at the present session, it 
was certainly due to the petitioners that the motion 
which had been made by his colleague [Mr. Dicx- 
son] should prevail. It was not unreasonable 
that the memoria! should be printed and preserved 
among the documents of the Liouse. He dis- 
avowed most unequivocally, now and forever, any 
desire on his part to interfere with the rights, or 
what was termed the property, of the citizens of | 
other States. While he did this, he conceived 
that, as a citizen of the State of New York, and 
a member of this Llouse, he was interested in the 
claim to property in man, within the District of 
Columbia. He referred to the effect which was | 
produced in the North by the advertisements in | 
the papers of this city, connected with the pur- 
chase and transportation of slaves. The people 
of that section of the country believed slavery to 
be improper, and that it should not be tolerated. 
This was a great national question. There was 
nothing in the memorial which should prevent its | 
being printed and placed on the files of the House | 
for future reference. Whenever petitions should 
be presented here from the slaveholding States, 
of a different tenor, and which might advocate | 
the establishment or continuance of slave markets 
in the District and city, if they could satisfy the | 
people of other sections that this was proper, he | 
would treat their petitions with respect. He was | 
willing that each party should be fully heard, and | 
that each should have the privilege of spreading 
their views before the people generally. 

Mr. McKINLEY regretted that this discussion 
had sprung up. He thought it manifested more | 
zeal than prudence. He inquired if the printing 
was intended to enlighten the House or the coun- 
try? It was admitted on ail hands that no action 
was to take place upon this subject at this session. 
That being the case, what object would be attained 
by printing this memorial? He considered it one 
of the most imprudent memorials which had ever 
been read in this House. It was a fire-brand from 
one of the northern States, which had been thrown | 
into this House, and he was, for one, opposed to 
giving it ‘any publicity. He denied that this 
House had the right to lay their hands upon his 
property, let him live where he might. There 
was no disrespect intended to the memorialists 
by refusing to print their memorial. It had been 
received by the House, and that, he contended, 
was sufficient. Nothing more ought to be ex- | 
pected. He cared not whether it had come from | 
a mayor of a city or the President of the United || 
States. He should oppose the motion to print. 
Mr. PARKER was at a loss (he said) to per- || 


memorial could produce unpleasant feelings in 
that House or in the nation at large; nor was it, 
in his opinion, calculated to throw a fire-brand 
into the slavehoiding States. It appeared to him 
to be more like a respectful address to the House, 
calling upon them to exercise the undoubted priv- 
ileges conferred upon it by the Constitution of 
legislating for the District of Columbia, in remov- 
ing what the petitioners considered a great and 


exisling grievance, and if it wasintended or wished | 


to prevent any debate it could be easily obviated 
by withdrawing the question of reconsideration. 
W hat was the state of the subject, what had been 
done heretofore, and how did the matter then 
stand? A portion of the people of this country 


considering the evil a national one—as one that | 


ought not to be tolerated by a free people—re- 
spectfully ask that House to take measures to 
redress the evils. Petutions of this nature have 
been referred to the committee intrusted with the 
management of the affairs of the District, not only 


the present session, but the last and several pre- | 


ceding sessions. Now, the prayer of the petition 


was either right or wrong, and their reasons either | 


forcible and conclusive or otherwise. Let, then, 
the Committee on the District of Columbia make 


a report, and tell us what they think ought to be , 
done, and give us their reasons, so that the Eiouse | 


might judge of the question. Mr. P. was not 
prejudiced one way or the other, but he thought 
an answer to the prayer of the petition should be 
given, for it was neither unlawfu! ror unrighteous. 


The argument of his honorable ‘riend from Ala- | 


bama {Mr. McKinvey] that Congress had no nght 
to interfere, Mr. P. could not assent to so readily. 
Let that gentleman, who was fully competent to 
give his reasons, give his reasons on this subject. 
For himself, in accordance with the wishes and 


opinions of his constituents and the persons pre- | 


senting this memorial, he should feel it his bounden 
duty to vote to put their petition upon the files of 
the House, and he should continue to urge it with 
all the zeal of which he was capable, at the same 
time with all due consideration to the feelings, 
prejudices, interests, and rights of others, and 
which they were entitled to require at his hands. 
This he should do until the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, or some other select com- 
mittee of the House, answered the question, and 
tuld us, at the same time giving their reasons, 
whether Congress had a right to legislate on this 
subject or not, and until the House had concurred 
in that decision. 

Mr. DICKSON then withdrew that part of the 
motion proposing to print the names of the sub- 
scribers to the memorial. 

Mr. CLAY said: He was even more opposed 
to the printing of the memorial itself than he was 


to printing the names appended to it, which he | 


regarded as a matter of little consequence compared 
with the other. He was decidedly opposed to the 
publication of such a document. In spite of all 
the fair professions heard there upon the subject 
as to any non-interference with the rights, inter- 
ests, and property of the southern States, or any 
other property of this kind, gentlemen must be 
forgetful of the domestic policy and everything 
else coficerning the peace and tranquillity of those 
States, when they ask for the printing and publi- 
cation of a document like the one under considera- 
tion. Are these gentlemen ignorant that the print- 
ing and publishing of documents of this kind in 
almost all the southern States are prohibited under 


high and heavy penalties? and would they com- || 


pel, or at least sanction, the publication of docu- 


tribunal could lay their hands upon a printer doing 
the same on his individual responsibility, he would 


| be treated and punished as a culprit? Do they 
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decidedly protest? And was it not one calculated 
to excite the most direful calamities in that poruon 
of the Union whence Mr. C. and many of his 
friends came? 

Mr.C. had no hesitation in giving an unqalified 
contradiction to the supposition that it was the 
wish of the intelligent and enlightened citizens of 
the northern and middle States to agivate this ques- 
tion. It was confined to a few fanatics urged and 
guided by the Garrisons, the Tappans, and others, 
their wire-workers,who had recently attracted pub- 
lic attention, and whose object was well known. 
He did not, he could not, bring himself to believe 
that it was the wish of the great mags of the 
population of the New England or Middle States 
to bring on this matter. Were we to be told, 
because a handful of fanatics, who were ready to 


light the torch of disaffection and civil discord 


through the country, were moving on this subject 


| that 1f was matier connected with the national 


prosperity, or that it was a matter of right to that 
description of individuals, to discuss and agitate 
the subject in that House? The gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. Parker] called upon the com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia to report on 
the subject, ia order that it might be discussed and 
investigated. Why that was the very course of 
proceeding calculated to produce the evils con- 
templated; evils of such a character as no good 
citizen in any part of this wide-spread and exten- 
sive Union ought for a moment todesire. Mr.C. 
would inquire, how came it that this was a matter 
of such concern to those individuals? Did it 
interfere with their domestic policy, their domestic 
rights, their liberty, their property, or their secur- 
ity, in any point of view? He was ata loss to 
perceive how it could. Why was it, then, that 
those persons sought to interfere with the domestic 
policy of others? It could not be denied, that this 
was a matter of domestic right and policy; and on 
what grounds, then, could they find themselves 
warranted or justified in interfering to give direc- 
tion to that policy? It was a matter that con- 
cerned not them, either individually, or as a com- 
munity. Until the committee for the District of 
Columbia, or some other committee, should report, 
the gentleman from New Jersey tells us he should 
hold himself ready and willing to receive and print 
all memorials on the subject. But had the people 
of the District called upon Congress to legislate 
on the subject?) They had not; and why should 
Congress be called upon by others to give a new 
direction to the domestic policy of others, with- 
out consent first obtained? That doctrine was 
contrary to any expressed wish of theirs. These 
petitioners might, with equal propriety, memorial- 
ize the Legislature of Virginia, or the Legislature 
of any other State, and call upon them, in the 
name of national honor, to reverse their policy, 
and abolish the laws authorizing the holding of 
property of this kind. 

Mr. C., in conclusion, said, for his own part, 
after the admission, which seemed to have been 
made on all hands, that this was a matter belong- 
ing to the people holding this peculiar species of 


|| property, and after the disclaimer that had been 
| made of non-interference, and in the absence of 


call this non-interference with the rights of prop- | 


erty where slavery prevailed? Gentlemen might 
disclaim any intention of interfering with this sub- 
ject; but when he heard such disclaimers as those 


made by the gentleman from New York, covered | 


by so thin a veil as he had employed, Mr. C. 
could not yield his assent to them. The gentieman 
told us that this was a subject he had no intention 
of interfering with, while at thesame time hecalled 
it a great national question, and consequently one 
that ought to be agitated in that House. Was it 


any petition from the inhabitants of the District of 
Columbia, and without any call on the part of any 
of the States where pane of this kind existed, 
he did think that these gentlemen ought not to 
press this subject, in any form whatever, upon the 
consideration of the House. 

Mr. C.P. WHITE moved to lay the motion to 


' reconsider, and the memorial itself, on the table. 
ments by Congress, for doing which, if a southern | 


On a question from Mr. WISE, some conver- 


_ sation arose on the point whether, if the motion to 


lay on the table prevailed, the motion to print, 
which had been announced by the Chair as 
adopted, would be considered and recorded as 
adopted? Mr. WISE, Mr. J.Q@. ADAMS, and 
Mr. BRIGGS, participated therein. 

The CHAIR said it was a matter not entirely 
belongirg to him, but as the question had been 
put to him, he should say that the Clerk of the 
House could not order the memorial to be printed, 
inasmuch as there would be, if the motion to lie 


on the table prevailed, a motion pending to re- 


consider the vote to print the memorial. The 


_ motion to lie on the table prevailing would not 
ceive how the mere reading and printing of the ' not a subject against which southern pec~'«ehould || 


finally dispose of the matter, because the House 
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might call it up, on doing which, the question 
would recur on the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. DICKSON asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

Mr GHOLSON appealed to the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. Wuire] to withdraw his 
motion; for the people of the South were very 
anxious to know the feeling of the House upon 
the subject, and he hoped to see it expressed bya 
direct vote. 

Mr. C. P. WHITE said, though he was at all 
times very glad to accommodate the gentleman, 
yet, in this particular, he must be excused. 

The conversation on the point of order and the 
Speaker’s decision was resumed, and after a few 
minutes spent thereon— 

Mr. C. P. WIILTE said, to meet the views of | 
the gentleman from Virginia, he withdrew the | 
motion to lay the subject on the table, and-moved 
the previous question. 

The second to the previous question and the 
main question were both agreed to without a 
division. 

The question then recurred on reconsidering the 
motion to print the memorial, on which the yeas 
and nays had been ordered, and it was decided as 
follows—yeas 125, nays 81. | 

So the House determined to reconsider their | 
vote. 

Mr. WISE said: Although I have my feelings, 
my prejudices, my passions, and my fixed prin- 
ciples and determination, as a southern man, on | 
this subject, yet 1 hope | can discuss it without | 
excitement. I rise not, sir, to throw, as some 
others have thrown, a fire-brand amongst us. I 
rise simply to state to my constituents and the 
country at large the true state of feeling, and of 
the case as it exists here, in the North, and in the 
South. 

I trust I am well assured that the Representa- 
tives on this floor from the North do not wish or 
design to interfere with our rights. That they 
merely feel bound in their representative duty to 
present these memorials, so dangerous in their ten- 
dency and incendiary in their character, from | 
respect to a few, a very few only, comparatively, 
of their constituents, and that they do not act from 
their own impulses, 

Sir, on this delicate and vitally important subject 
the moderate, considerate, and patriotic men of 
the South, as well as of the North, have enemies 
tocontend with. Inthe North we havea few mis- 
guided fanatics, whose zeal prompts them to rush 
blindly into the most absurd extremes; and in the 
Scuth, | am sorry to say it, there are not wanting | 
those who seize upon every pretext to inflame the | 
public mind on the subject of slavery. In this deli- 
cale situation what should be the course of the 
friends of the country and our institutions? Why, 
sir, the friends of good order, of the Constitution, 
and of the existence of this Republic, in this House 
or out of it, in the North or in the South, must 
use their influence to moderate and quench these 
spirits of both extremes of fanaticism and of dis- 
organization. When memorials of the character 
of this now asked to be printed, are presented, it 
is respectful enough, I should think, to the memo- 
rialists, to receive them; if printed they will be cir- 
culated throughout the country, to fan the flames 
of the zealots on one side, and to serve as food for 
the disorganizers on the other. We, who would 
be safe and secure in the blessings we now enjoy, 
will, therefore, smother these memorials on their 
first presentation. [am willing, sir, to treat all | 
memorials, no matter how extravagant or prepus- 
terous, or of what character, with respect, pro- 
vided they are from a respectable body of citizens, 
decorous, and not dangerous in their tendencies. 
But, sir, | cannot tolerate, much less give conse- , 
quence and eclat to memorials and petitions which 
strike at the very foundations of the social com- 
pact, and our civil institutions. I wiil not hear 
them; I desire not to see them; and would reject 
them at once. With what sort of respect, I put it 
to the gentleman from the western part of New 
York, (Mr. Fu.tmore,] could he treat an incendi- 
ary who shovid respectfully ask him to permit 
him to apply a torch to his dwelling? Would | 
he regard him as a sober-minded neighbor or 

madman, asa fiend or friend? Sir, I was sorry to | 
hear some of the remarks from the gentleman of : 


|New York. He says that the people of the 


North are continually shocked by advertisements 
of slave-dealers in the papers of this District. 
{ am sorry, sir, that their nerves are so delicate, 
when their fathers did more than any other peo- 
ple of the colonies to establish slavery amongst us. 
And I appeal to southern gentlemen for the truth 
of the remarkable fact that the emigrants from the 
North to the South, some from the gentleman’s 
own district, perhaps, are as ready te become 
masters as any who are hereditary masters. To 
strengthen theie nerves and change their whole 
principles and opinions on the sulject, they have 
but to change their climes, their havens. And if 
they choose to remain at home, they may cease 
to take these odious papers. If slavery was 
abolished in the District | know not what would 
restrain the press still from publishing advertise- 
ments. And if the papers here cease to publish 
for runaways and purchasers of slaves, still the 
gentleman would have to cease taking the papers 
of the South, or to silence them too. Sir, slavery 
is interwoven with our very political existence, is 
guarantied by our Constitution, and its conse- 
quences must be borne with by our northern 
brethern as resulting from our system of gov- 
ernment; and they cannot attack the institution 
of slavery without attacking the institutions of the 
country, oursafety,and welfare. The gentleman 
says he will ever respect the property of the States, 
but he claims to legislate away the proyerty of this 
District. Sir, a slave is as much property here as 
in Virginia; property by the law and the Consti- 
tution. And, in addition to the remark of the 
gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. McKincey,] that 
you will not surely take private property without 
just compensation—and that you cannot compen- 
sate without taking in part of the taxes of the 
South to pay for slaves, I will repeat the idea, that, 
although you haveexclusive jurisdiction over this 
‘*tern miles square,’’ yet it 1s common ground for 
the good of the whole, and for the use of the whole 
people of every State in the Union. And I would 
ask of the gentleman, if he can come upon this 
ground with his carriage and horses, why cannot 
I come with my slaves to remain here, to live here 
as long as I please? Sir, I say it not in passion, 
but calmly and dispassionately, that Congress has 
no right to abolish slavery even here, against the 
consent of the slaveholders, who are not repre- 
sented; and I warn gentlemen, that the South—I 
speak for all as strongly as one man can speak for 
many, for millions—that the South will fight to the 
hilt against the abolition of slavery in this District, 
unless the inhabitants owning slaves themselves 
petition for it, as they would against any inter- 
ference with the right of slave property in Vir- 
ginia. 

The gentleman calls this a great ‘‘ national ques- 


re eal | oe sir, against its being so con- 
sidered. ‘I'he nation has nothing to do with slave 
property. Itis simply a delicate question of pri- 


vate individual right, wholly and solely under the 
control of the States where slavery exists. Itisa 
reserved State right, with which the General Gov- 
ernment has no right of interference even, and from 
intermeddling with which the free States and their 
inhabitants should scrupulously abstain. The 
pseudo-philanthropists of the North do but defeat 
their own objects, when they rudely attempt to 
touch or handle a subject which does not imme- 
diately concern them; and true Christians and 
philanthropists will always find their principles 
and the cause of humanity best subserved by 
being the friends of slaveholders, instead of being 
the friends of slaves, and by coéperating with intel- 
ligent, humane, enlightened, and patriotic slave- 
owners of the South, by ways and means which 
the lights of the age havealready shown. If vio- 
lence or intrusion upon our rights be persisted in 
and pursued, gentlemen will find Union men and 
nullifiers of the South all united on the subject— 
ready, ripe for revolution, if the worst must come 
to the worst! 

[ hope, sir, that this House will not shock the 
South more by the printing of this memorial than 
the constituents of the gentleman from New York 
were ever shocked by slave advertisements, and that 


it, and all others like it, will now, and for all time 


, tocome, be smothered and suppressed. 
' Mr. BOULDIN said he should not have 
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risen again but for a remark made by his friend 


and colleague, [Mr. Wise.] His colleague had 
said that he was not for sending a firebrand in the 
South; but for this part of his colleague’s remarks 
he would not have risen to say another word, Mr. 
B. said far be it from him to cast, or be the means 
of casting; a firebrand in the South or the North, 
or anywhere. But he had said he would vote to 
print merely that the South might know what was 
going on. He would put it to his colleague, if 
presenting such memorials as this was not, as his 
colleague had said, like putting a torch toa man’s 
house, and if a proposition not to print was not 
like putting a torch to his colleague’s house pri- 
vately, and on detection, asking him to keep ita 
secret. 

Mr. WISE explained, and said he had noallu- 
sion to him, and that he was among the last men 
he would charge with throwing a firebrand. 

Mr. BOULDIN said he was sure of that; but 
did not know that every one would be equally so. 

Mr. ARCHER then rose and asked leave to 
= a suggestion to lay the whole subject on the 
table. 

Mr. BOULDIN said he would answer to that 
suggestion of his colleague immediately. He 
wished only to say a word or two. 

Mr. B. said far be it from him, and very far 
had it been from him, to throw any firebrands, or 
make any offensive comparisons between his and 
any other partof the Union. But the memorial 
did. It alluded to habits, and customs, and legal 
rights common to this District, and of the States of 
the South, in the most disparaging terms. Mr. 
B. had refused, and did then refuse, to make any 
comparison of the principles, habits, or laws of 
the South and North and East. 

He said the South had their infirmities, their 
weaknesyes, and their misfortunes; and perhaps 
the one alluded to was the greatest misfortune to 
which the people of the South were liable to. 
But had gentlemen no misfortunes, no infirmities, 
in the body-politic among them? Suppose he were 
to go into their country, and inquire into every- 
thing, and see what they had and could not well 
get rid of. But he would not. He had no idea 
of being reduced to the necessity of answering 
and defending every infirmity and misfortune in- 
cident to our nature, or cower under the charge. 
Let them that were without fault cast the first 
stone, 

He would, before sitting down, say one thing. 
He had seen in the testimony taken before the 
House of Commons, in England, proof that a 
man and his wife had literally starved for want of 
the work to which they were brought up in — 
negro cotton. He knew that many negroes ha 
died from exposure to weather for the want of 
that negro cotton—clad in a flimsy fabric, that 
will turn neither wind nor water, substituted by 
northern and eastern people, who present these 


| memorials, or from whose region they are pre- 


sented, which substitute sold under na 
duties for the profit of perhaps four pence half- 
penny inthe yard. So the poor Englishman is 
starved, and the poor slave perishes in the cold 
for this profit. It appears, then, that after all 
their piteous ditties, sung and said, their philan- 
thropy does not amount to six and a quarter cents 
a yard in the negro’s clothing. Having said thus 
much, and after hearing his colleague, and lest 
it should be thought by any one that he wished 
to throw a firebrand anywhere, he would, at the 
suggestion of his friend and colleague, [Mr. 
Arcuer,] with a view to get clear of the whole 
matter, and lay it on the table, yield to him the 
floor to make that metion. 

Mr. ARCHER said he considered it almost as 


| indiscreet in gentlemen from the South or slave- 


holding States to discuss this question, as it was 


| for the Representatives from the North to intro- 


duce it. He would add nothing to this remark, 


but moved to lay the whole subject on the table. 


The question was taken on laying the motion 
on the table by yess and nays; and decided in 


| the affirmative—yeas 139, nays 63. 


Petitions and memorials were further presented 
¥Messrs. P. C. FULLER and WARDWELL, 


of New York; 
' Messrs. BANKS, GALBRAITH, HARPER, 
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BINNEY, STEWART, and DENNY, of Penn- 


wylvania; 

{Mr. Denny presented the memorial from the 
delegates to a convention assembled at Pittsburg 
on the 3d of February, 1835, in favor of the 
Chesapeake and Ohio canal, and praying Con- 
gress to make an appropriation for compleung the 
western section of the canal; which was referred 
to the Committee on Roads and Canals, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. D. also presented two memorials, one from 
the ladies of Alleghany and vicinity, the other 
from inhabitants of Pittsburg and vicinity, relative 
to the abolition of slavery in the District of Co- 


lumbia, and the Territories under the control of 


Congress. Laid on the table. 


} 
Messrs. STODDERT and CARMICHAEL, 


of Maryland; 

Messrs, ALLEN, WISE, and CHINN, of 
Virginia; 

Mr. CLAYTON, of Georgia; 

Messrs. POPE, MARSHALL, and LYON, of 
Kentucky; 

{Mr. Pope presented resolutions adopted by the 
Legislature of Kentucky, asking Congress to 

urchase the private stock in the Louisville and 
Dostlena canal, in order that it should be made a 
free highway. 

Mr. Mansuaxt presented resolutions of the 
Kentucky Legislature, asking Congress to estab- 
lish a national armory in said State. 

Mr. Lyow presented resolutions of the Legisla- 
ture of Kenwcky, asking Congress to establish a 
military school in said State. 

The foregoing resolutions were severally laid 
on the table and ordered to be printed.]} 

Messrs. BLAIR and INGE, of Tennessee; 

{Mr. Ince presented the petition of Fanny 


Blackmore, praying compensation for services per- | 


formed by her during the Indian war. 

Messrs. W HITTLESEY,ViINTON, VANCE, 
CRANE, and HAMER, of Ohio; 

(Mr. Hamer presented petitions of citizens of 
Adams, Brown, and Highland counties, Ohio, 

raying for an alteration of the mail route from 
Beinterize to Maysville.] 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana; 

Messrs. LANE, McCARTY, and CARR, of 
Indiana; 

{Mr. Lane presented the memorial of Captain 
John Crandon, of Dearborn county, Indiana, 
praying to be placed upon the roll as an invalid 
pensioner. 

Mr. Carr presented the petition of Joshua 
Kennedy, of the city of Mobile, Alabama, pray- 
ing the confirmation of a land claim. 

Also, the petition of Thomas G. Newbold, of 
Mobile, Alabama, attorney in fact for the heirs of 
Lewis Durette, deceased, praying the confirmatio:t 
of land claims. 

Also, the petition of Elienes (Stephen) La 
Lande, of the county of Mobile, Alabama, pray- 
ing the confirmation of a land claim; which, on 
his motion, were referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 

Also, the petition of John Carney, of Indiana, 


a soldier of the Revolution; which, on his motion, | 


was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions. | 

Mr. PLUMMER, of Mississippi; 

Messrs. MAY and REYNOLDS, of Illinois; 

{Mr. May presented the petition of Samuel 
Cozard, praying that a pension be allowed him in 
consequence of sufferings and injuries received 
whilst in captivity among the Shawnee tribe of 
Indians; which, on his motion, was referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

Mr. Reynowps presented the memorial of the 
General Assembly of the State of Illinois, pray- 
ing, for certain reasons therein contained, an ex- 
tension of the national road westward, to cross 
the Mississippi at Alton, and not at St. Louis. 

The memorial states that to cross the Missis- 
sippi at Alton, would be in accordance with the 
ultimate destination of said road to the capital of 
the State of Missouri. This route would be more 
advantageous to the commercial and agricultural 
interest of Iilinois than any other, and would also 


afford to Illinois and her sister States a moredirect | 


and convenient chain of intercommunication than 


| them to a certain extent of territory in the north- 


| the same committee. 


| 
the river at St. Louis, in Missouri, ** would not |! 
‘only be highly detrimental to the prosperity of this 
* State, (Illinois,) but in violation of her just preten- 
‘sions, and of her rights of sovereignty, contrary to 
‘ theavowed policy o! the General Government, and 
‘in open defiance of those principles of even-handed 
* justice and impartiality which have characterized 
* her dealings with other States in relation te this 
* subject,”’ 

On this statement of facts, and the reasoning 
thereon, the memorial gives to the United States 
the **consent”’ of the State to extend the road 
through the territory of the State, so as to cross 
the river at Alton. 

Mr. R. added one other fact to what is stated in 
the memorial; that Alton, by the late act of the 
Legislature of the State, and the vote thereon, is 
to be the seat of Government, after the constitu- 
tional period expires, which requires the seat of | 
Government to be at Vandalia. ] 

Mr. CLAY, of Alabama; 

[Mr. Cray presented the memorial of the Legis- 
lature of that State, asking further relief for that 
class of the purchasers of public lands who paid 
for their lands without the benefit of the reduction 
of prices allowed by the acts of 1830 and 1831. 
Referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. C. also presenied the petition of Abraham 
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expediency of establishing a post route from Cort- 
landt village, in the county of Cortlandt, State of 


February 





‘New York, to the town of Marathon, in said 


| county. 


On motion of Mr. WILSON, 
Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 


Canals be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
_ency of authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 


to transfer the stock of the United States in the 


Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Company to such 


States, corporations, or individuals, as shall secure 
to the board of directors by subscription of stock 
or otherwise a sum sufficient to complete the 
canal to the coal mines near Cumberland. 


Mr. HAWES asked the consent of the House 


,to submit a resolution making the reports made 


by the committee appointed to examine the Post 
Office’ Department the special order for Monday, 


_ the 23d instant. 


Woodall, asking to be relieved from a mistake | 


made in the entry of a tract of land. Referred to 


Mr. C. also presented the petition of Upe-yo- 


ho-lo, asking to be allowed his claim to a reserva- || 
tion under the late treaty with the Creek nation. || Post Office and Post Roads, reported an amend- 


‘| ment to the bill to establish certain post routes, 
Mr. LYON, of Michigan; | 


Referred to the same committee. ] 


Mr. WHITE, of Florida; 
Mr. H. EVERETT, of Vermont; and 
Mr. SEVIER, of Arkansas. 


| 


Which petitions and memorials were appropri- || 


ately dispused of. 


RESOLUTIONS. 
On motion of Mr. CRANE, 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 


instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- | 


lishing buoys in the mouth of the Maumee river, 
and in Maumee bay. 

(%n motion of Mr. GARLAND, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs 


making an appropriation for the purpose of hold- 
ing a treaty or convention with the Caddo In- | 
dians, for the extinguishment of a title set up by | 


western part of the State of Louisiana, and the 
southwestern part of Arkansas. 

On motion of Mr. KINNARD, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of allowing 
to William Harmon, of Marion county, Indiana, 
compensation for a horse lost by him in the mili- 
tary service of the United States during the laie 
war with Great Britain. 

On motion of Mr. FELDER, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Of- 
fice and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into 


It was objected to. 
Mr. PARKER asked the consent of the House 


to submit certain amendments which he intended 

to offer to the bill in relation to the lateral branch 

of the Baltimore and Obio railroad to the city of 

Washington, which he desired to have printed. 
The motion was objected to. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on Mil- 


|| itary Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Sy!ves- 


ter Day; which was read twice and committed. 
Mr. CONNOR, from the Committee on the 


and to alter and discontinue others; which was 

ordered to be printed. Mr. C. gave notice thet 
he should, on Wednesday next, move the House 
i Pree to the consideration of the foregoing 
i 


Mr. MUHLENBERG, from the Committee on 


| Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief 
|| of Nancy Haggart; which was read twice and 
|| committed. 


Mr. McK ENNAN, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, reported a bill to extend the 


' charters of the Bank of Washington, the Patriotic 


Bank of Washington, and the Farmers’ and Me- 
chanics’ Bank of Georgetown; which was iead 


be instructed to inquire into the expediency of owe and committed. 


Mr. JARVIS, from the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Buildings, reported a bill making appropri- 


_ ations for the public buildings and grounds; which: 


| was read twice and coinmitted. 


| 
j | 


Unfavorable reports upon various petitions ,&c., 


| were made by Messrs. McINTIRE, JOHNSON, 
| of Kentucky, CRANE, and GRENNELL, from 


|| their respective committees. 


Mr. WISE, from a select committee, reported 
a joint resolution, proposing to purchase one 


thousand copies of the writings of General Wash- 
| ington, edited by Jared Sparks; which was read 
| twice. 


Mr. SMITH, of Maine, hoped the House would 


| now dispose of this resolution. The present Con- 
| gress, at its last session, had already voted for the 


the expediency of so changing the post route from || 


Columbia to Barnwell Court-House, as to run 
from Gordon’s Mills, by Dencey Corbitt’s, on 
Goodland Swamp, and by Danvis’s Mills to Barn- 
well Court- House. 

Mr. CHINN, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported the following resolu- | 
tion; which was rejected: 

Resolved, That Saturday, the 2]st instant, from 


and after the hour of twelve, be set apart for the 
consideration of bills reported by the Committee 


on the District of Columbia. 


On motion of Mr. BURD, ? 

Resolved, That the Committee on Private Land 
Claims inquire into the expediency of granting a 
patent to Mrs. Margaret Kingsbury, of Bedford, 
Pennsylvania, widow and relict of Oliver H. Kings- 
bury, a soldier of the late war, who fell in battle 
on the northern frontier, such quantity of land as 
said Oliver was entitled to under his enlistment. 


On motion of Mr. HATHAWAY, 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 


any otherroute. That forthe national road tocross |, and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 


expenditure of about $140,000 for books designed 
for the use of members alone. For cone of tiiese 


| works he had himself voted in a preliminary stage; 


and if there was a vote upon the records of th: 
House of his which he would wish to blot out, i 
was that. The work was douotiess one of valu: ; 
and he would be glad to see it placed in the hands 


of every individual in the countcy. But he could 


no longer agree to sanction the practice of filin: 
the shelves of their own libraries by the apprepr!- 


_ation of the public funds, 


He moved to iay th 
resolution on the table; but witidrew the motion 


'at the request of Mr. Wisz, who promised io 


renew it. 

Mr. WISE hoped the House wouid net so cava- 
lierly dispose of the resolution, He explained its 
object, and the reasons of the committee in jn- 
troducing it. In conclusion, (he said,) in fulfil- 
ment of the engagement he was under with the 


| gentleman from Maine, he would renew his mo- 


| tion to lay the resolution on the taite, but hoped 


the House would not agree to it. 
Mr. VANDERPOEL Getmanved be yeas 2 d 
nays on this question; and while he was up, he 
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} 
would ask if this was not the same work for which for the relief of the heirs of Nathaniel Tyler, de- 
the House had already subscribed a large sum? ceased, reported the same without amendment. | 
Mr. WISE replied briefly, and Mr. POINDEXTER, from the same commit- 
Mr. J. @. ADAMS rose, but the question not | tee, made unfavorable reports upon the following 
being debatable, 1 was taken by yeas and nays, | subjects, which were submitted to it. ; 
and decided in the affirmative—yeas 141, nays 48. || ‘The memorial and resolution of the Legislature 
So ibe resolution was laid onthe table. | of Loutsiana, praying a donation of land for edu- 
Me. JARViS, trom the Committee on the Pub- | cational purposes; 
lic Bunidings, reported a resolution directing the The resolutions of the Legislature of Hlinois, 
bronze statue of Jetierson to be removed from the |, praying for a grant of one hundred and sixty acres 
Rowndo of the Capitol until some disposition | of land to the village of Cahokia; 
should be made of the same by Congress. A memorial from the Legislature of Alabama, 
Mr. MERCER moved to strike out all after the |) praying relief forgertain purchasers of public lands. 
word ** Rotundo,’’ inthe resolution. Mr. POINDEXTER, from the same committee, 
The question on this motion was taken, when | to which was referred the memorial from Michi- 
there appeared*—yeas 74, nays 36. There being | gan, praying an extension of certain preémption 
no quorum voting, a discussion ensued, in which || privileges, reported a bill for the purpose; which 
Messrs. JARVIS, MERCER, and ADAMS, of || was read the first time, and ordered to a second 
Massachusetts, took part. Before the question || reading. 
was finally taken, Mr. PORTER, from the Committee on Private 
Mr. POLK calied for the orders of the day, and || Land Claims, made an unfavorable report upon 
the motion prevailed—ay<s 79, noes 47. the petitions of Nicholas Girod, and of the heirs 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. of Jacques Millon, deceased; the petitions of A. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- Foucher, M. V. Robertson, and A.C. Valois. 
lowing communications ; which wereappropriately || Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on 
disposed of. Pensions, to which was referred the bills from the 
letter from the Secretary of War, in answer House of Representatives, granting pensions to 
to a resolution of the House, in relation to the || John Cullins, Amasa A. Tifft, Harvey Reynolds, 
transportation ofarms from Harper’s Ferry, Pitts- || ®°4 John Casey, reported the same, severally, 
burg, &c., to different points. — amendment. 
A communication from the Secretary of the || . He also reported the bill from the House, grant- 
Navy, in response toa resolution of the House, in || "8 & pension to Josiah Westlake, but with an 


regard to the use of cotton canvas in the Navy | expression of opinion by the committee against 
of the United Siates its passage, and his intention, when the bill shall 


|, be called up, to move its indefinite postponement. 
COMPENSATION TO THE DISTRICT ATTOR- || Mr. MOORE, from the Committee on Public 
NEY OF SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Lands, reported a bill concerning preémptions; 

A bill granting additional compensation to the || which was read the first time, and ordered toa 
district attorney for the district of South Carolina | second reading. 

was read a third time and passed. 


Mr. GRUNDY, from the Committee on the Post 
BALTIMORE AND WASHINGTON RAILROAD. | 


Office and Post Roads, to which was referred the 
: bill to establish a daily mail between Macon, 

On son of Mr, CHINN; th regaled | Gan an New Grea repr hem 

the bill reported from the Committee on the Dis- || peer Care 8 cient 

trict of Columbia relating to the Baltimore and ;, : 

Washington railroad. The following resolutions were severally sub- 
Mr. PARKER opposed the passage of this bill et toe eT 

in its present shape at some length, as partaking | Re 1 ‘d T : h mmr luti d he Qd 

of the character of partial legislation. Congress | SNES, 5 RES RS FeRSTRtON pasted OF the s 

had undoubted authority to legislate for the Dis- |, °f February instant, requesting the President to 

trict, the whole District, but not to pass an act 


communicate to the Senate the correspondence 
which would be partial in its operation. He con- between the Government of the United States and 
cluded by moving a substitute for the bill. 


Spain, in the negotiation of the late treaty between 
Mr. CHINN replied, and opposed the amend- the two Governments, and the instructions con- 
ment. 


nected therewith, was intended to be restricted, 
Mr. McKIM called for the previous question. | and is hereby restricted to the correspondence and 
For this motion there appeared—ayes 74, noes 
28; no quorum voting. 
Mr. PARKER moved to adjourn. The motion | 
was lost without a division. ; 
The question was then taken on seconding the || 0 communicate to the Senate, as early as prac- 
motion for the previous question, and decided in || ticable, a copy of the survey, plan, and estimate 
the affirmative—ayes 91, noes 32. | of Lieutenant Berrien, for the improvement of the 
The main question was then put, on the en-| harbor at the mouth of St. Joseph’s river, in 


grossment of the biil, and it was ordered to be en- Michigan Territory. 
By Mr. PORTER: 


grossed and read a third time. . ; . 

On motion of Mr. WHITE, of Florida, the Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs 
House next took up the * bill for the completion 
of certain improvements in the Territory of Flori- 
da ;”’ but before any question on this bill was 
taken, it was, on motion of Mr. W., postponed 
till to morrow. 
‘Mr. W. then moved to take up another bill 
relating to the Territory of Florida. 

Mr. McVEAN moved that the House do now 
adjourn ; which was agreed to. 

The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 


Tvespay, February 17, 1835. 
Petitions and memorials were presented by 


Messrs. TYLER, RUGGLES, BLACK, and 
BENTON, and referred. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Claims, 
to which was referred the bill from the House of | was clearfrom the terms of the resolution. 





Minister of the United States to Spain. 
By Mr. TIPTON: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested 





| making an appropriation for the purpose of hold- 
| ing a treaty or convention with the Caddo Indians, 
| for the extinguishment of a claim set up by them 


| the State of Louisiana, and the southwestern 
of the Territory of Arkaasas. = 
This resolution lies one day for consideration. 


The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 


part 





a printer, came up for consideration. 


under it. 





Representatives for the relief of John J. Avery, 
reported the same without amendment. 

Mr. POINDEXTER, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to which was recommitted the bill 
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| either of the two Houses. 


| a majority to elect. 
|| the practice anterior to that time, the clear terms 


officer of the House. 
| by the House, under a law of the land, directing 


instructions during the official term ot the present | 


| be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 


to a tract of country in the northwestern part of 


|| cannot keep pace with the increase of abuses. 
‘| the Post Office Committee could have penetrated 


Preston, fixing Thursday next for the election of || a much greater increase of printing. 
|| master 
Mr. BENTON said he had heretofore shown | vented admission, the expense would have been 
| that the joint resolution of 1819 was the result of 
| the report of a committee in that year, and that its 
| adoption at that time was designed for a tempo- 
rary purpose—for oneelection only. But hesaid 
we had gone on ever since, electing our printer 
The committee then fixed a tariff of 
| prices, which was to last for two years only, as 


About 


‘| member, he was not 


passed, requiring a majority of the whole number 
of votes to be necessary for a choice, instead of a 


a or five years ago, a joint resolution was 
plurality, as before. So that we have been hold- 
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ing elections for printer every two years, when 
we had no right to do so, for the purpose of bind- 
ing our successors, The committee in their re- 
port suggested three modes of heaving the public 
printing executed; one of which was by a na- 
tional printing office, for the purpose of executing 
the work of Congress when in session, and of 
all the other departments of the Government in 
therecess. Theaggregate amount of (ie printing, 
binding, and stationery, amounted in the whole 
to only $65,000 per annum. This was the sum 
total of expenditure for these objects then. This 
plan of a national printing office, it was then 
thought, would be the most economical plan. 
Here Mr. B. read passages from the report.] 
Mr. B. said he only read these passages for the 
purpose of reminding Senators what the commit- 
tee then reported, and out of which the illegal and 
extraordinary practice of electing a printer every 
two years had grown. 

Mr. PRESTON said he would have no objec- 
tion, where abuses were suggested, to go into an 
investigation of the facts, and produce a reforma- 
tion. He thought some good to the people might 
grow out of the present state of things, while one 
part of this House were engaged in the examination 
of executive extravagance, and the other of sena- 
torial extravagance. He wished toseea thorough 
investigation and reformation of abuses. Butthat 
duty would be very imperfectly performed by 
limiting it to an investigation of this House or of 
He ventured to say, 
that although the printing of the two Houses had 
increased to the extent stated by the gentleman 
from Missouri, yet the executive printing had 
increased much more. The expense here only 
keeps pace with usual prodigality elsewhere. The 
general expenses of the Government bear an equal 
ratio of inerease to that of printing In looking 
into the resolution of 1819 relative to the printing, 
the highest proof of it8 being the best mode of 
having it executed is to be found in the fact that 
it has been acquiesced in for fourteen years. In 
1829 the question arose of electing a printer by a 
plurality instead of a majority of the votes, and 
that resolution passed for the purpose of requiring 
W hatever, therefore, was 


of this resolution superseded it. The evil of the 
system, if it be an evil, can be remedied in no 
other way but by a repeal of this joint resolution. 
Mr. P. said he did not consider the printer an 
He is an agent employed 


how he is to be employed. He hoped the resolu- 

tion would be agreed to; it is about the period of 

the session when the printer is usually chosen. 
Mr. CLAY said he could not concur exactly 


|} with the honorable member from South Carolina 


| in his objections to the printing expenses of Con- 
gress. ‘There is some increase, it is true, but the 
_ honorable member should have accompanied his 
|remarks with some explanation of the cause of 
this increase of our printing. The true causes 
| are the abuses of this Administration. He was 
not surprised at the friends of the Administration 
| objecting to an examination of the printing. Loek 
at the Post Office Department; the abuses there 
made it necessary to incur the expense of printing 
the thirty thousand copies of the reports on that 
| subject last year; and twenty, and perhaps fifty 
thousand this year. Thisis the great cause. And 
| the misfortune is, that the increase of ee 


| the secret recesses of that department, instead of 
| merely breaking the crust, there would have been 
If the Post- 
eneral had not kept the key, and pre- 


| much greater. Look, too, at the public lands. 
| This is the cause of the great increase of printin 

| expense,and much more should have been printed. 
| Mr. C. said he got up to remonstrate against fixing 
| the day for the election of a printer, and moved 
| to lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. PRESTON inquired when the gentleman 
| from Kentucky proposed to call it up. 

| Mr. CLAY said, to be frank with the honorable 
disposed to act on it at all 
| till the House had chosen their printer Weare 


||} a small body here, and can ballot at any time. 
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Mr. PRESTON then gave notice that he would | 
call it up on Tuesday next. 
Mr. BENTON then gave notice that before 
that period, he would call up his joint resolution 
to repeal the other joint resolutions on the subject 
of printing. 
Mr. Preston’s resolution was laid on the table. 
On motion of Mr. BENTON, the report of the 
committee of 1818-19 upon this subject was or- 
dered to be reprinted for the use of the Senate. | 


BRIG DESPATCH. 
The bill for the relief of the owners of the brig 
Despatch was read the third time and passed. 


FOUR YEARS’ LAw. 

The bill to repeal the two first sections of the 
act of 1520, commonly called the four years’ law, 
came up on its final passage, when 

Mr. BUCHANAN rose and spoke at length 
against the principles of the bill. 

After Mr. B. conciuded, 

Mr. CLAYTON said he proposed to say a few 
words on the bill before the Senate. Ele concurred 
with the honorable Senator from Pennsylvania 
{Mr. Bucuanan] that it was an important consti- 
tutional question, But he would not at that time 
enter into a discussion whether it was constitu- 
tional or unconstitutional, but whether Congress | 
had the power to regulate executive power or not. 
He wished to see nothing of party feeling in the 
discussion. He entered upon the debate entirely 
destitute of party politics. If it had been his 
design to serve party purposes, he should not, 
when his friends were out of office, and his oppo- 
nents in power, advocate a bill which was to con- 
tinue in office those who now held places of trust 
to the exclusion of his own friends. 

He wished to go back to the origin of the prin- 
ciples set forth in the bill. In 1826 aspecial commit- 
tee of the Senate was appointed, consisting of nine 
highly intelligent gentlemen, eight of whom con- 
curred in the report, and were of the same political 
faith as the present Administration. He believed 
they were sincere in the principles they advocated, 
and was willing to givethem credit for the correct- 
ness of their views. But now there seemed tobean 
attempt to give a party character to the bill. He 
did not think it just for its former friends to cast it 
in the teeth of those who now advocated it. It! 
had been well said, by the Senator from Pennsyl- | 
Vania, tant 1 was discussed in 1789 by those fresh 
from the hall where the Constttuuon was framed. 
The moat enlizhtened of those great men discussed 
it on the ground that the right of removal was 
contained in thatclause of the Constitution which 
says the President shall see all the laws executed; 
and on that point they rested their opinions. But 
the great mass who voted in favor of the construc- 
tion then given, he believed grounded their opin- 
ions on the expediency and necessity of such 
powers being vested in the Executive for the 
removal of negligent and unfaithful officers. And 
that was the only use they expected would be 
made of it. If the power of the Executive was 
exerted only to remove such officers, there would 
be no abuse; but if it was exercised to remove for 
party purposes, it was an abuse never appre- 
hended by those who gave such a construction to 
the Constituuon, Mr. C. contended that the 
eXecutive power was circumscribed and limited to 
particular clauses of the Constitution; that there 
was no power delegated further than was specially 
specified. He thought that Congress. had the 
power to legislate on the subject, as the Constitu- 
tion gave them power to pass laws to carry into 
effect its provisions. The only reason he could 
assign why the power of removal had remained 
so long in the hands of the President, was that 
Congress had neglected to legislate on the subject. 

He thought the Senator from Pennsylvania was 
mistaken in his apprehension of the bill, It was 
not intended to take away the removing power 
from the President; but merely to require his 
reasons for the act. The Senate ought to know 
the grounds on which the removal was made. If 
the President should tell the Senate it was on 
account of political principles, he, in his place as 
a Senator, would vote to reject every nomination 
made to fill the place ad infinitum. Fie would ask 
whether they were acting for party effect or as 
Senators of the country? He regretted that there | 
should be any attempt to introduce the bill as a | 


, any one deny that there was danger to be appre- || 
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party question, and gentlemen be denounced as | 


arty men. He could find nothing in the present || 
bil impairing the decision of 1789. 
Mr. PRESTON said he had intended to have | 
taken some part in the debate; at least to examine 
some of its most important points. But he then 
rose to enter his protest against certain principles 
that had been advanced by the Senators from New 
York and Pennsylvania, [Mr. Wricur and Mr. | 
Bucnanan.] In what he had to say, he should 
rather offer his opinions than bring forward argu- | 
ments. He did not intend to go into the report 


| at that time, but would refer to the remarks of the 
| gentleman from New York. 


He agreed that the | 
source and origin of executive patronage was to 
be found in the acts of Congress. But when 
executive power became dangerous, it should find 
a restraint in the legislation of Congress. “The 
nature of power (said Mr. P.) was to augment 
itself. The tendency of the Government of the | 
United States was to encroach on subjects which 
did not properly belong to it; to tread on therights 
of the States. In these encroachments of Con- 
gress, he believed the executive power was in- | 
creased more than the legislative. 

He was willing to go to the source and origin, 
to Congress. He bieved that when examined 
into it would be found, the vast extent of execu- 
tive power had necessarily grown up from the 
extravagant legislation of Congress, and that if 
they purified its source, in the acts of Congress, 
executive power would be diminished. Could 


hended? Yet the Senator from New York pro- | 
pounded the questions one by one, analyzing each 
item that went to make up that mighty sum of 
executive power. ‘Lhe gentleman asked what 
was to be feared from the pensioners? Why, they 
increased the number of those who depended on 
the legislation of Congress; and they came within 
the influence of executive power. The very ful- 
filling of the laws gave power and influence to the 
Executive. Our institutions were not in danger 
from the pensioners, nor from the navy, norarmy ; 
but all these increased the power and influence of 
the Executive. ‘lhe report of 1826 was made 
when the Senate was opposed to that Adminis- 
tration; and what has been the result? The 
patronage of the Executive had increased, and 
was increasing. Was it, then, considered a party 
quesuon? Not by the committee. He had it | 
from the honorable gentleman who composed that 
commiitee. They regarded its increase as dan- 
gerous to the future prosperity of our country. 
tHe was glad to see those who were then in favor || 
of the measures now proposed, come up again to 
their support. Ile would retort upon the Senator 
from New York his own question. Was the 
Navy, the Army, the Post Office, dangerous at 
that time? If they were dangerous then, what 
Were they now? He did not make these remarks 
as applying particularly to this Administration; 
but as the results of past legislation. The same 
reasons would apply in 1835 as 1826. He would 
put the question to the opposers of the bill. Why | 
did they not concur with the recorded opinions of 
the party with which they acted? For himself, | 
he would adhere to the great principles which he | 
professed, let who would be in power. 
Mr. P. said it was with dismay he had heard 
the Senators from the great States avow doctrines 
which he considered as infinitely dangerous. What | 
were their definitions of executive power? We 
were not to look to Russia, to the Sublime Porte, 
to Austria, France, nor Spain, for a definition of 
executive power. We were not to select models 
from the mouldering monarchies and despotisms 
of Europe and Asta, by which to fashion and 
build up our tree institutions. Neither were we 
to look over the catalogues of British royalty to 
find patterns for a President in thiscountry. The 
advocates of independent executive power seemed 
to claim it as the ** prerogative”’ of the President. 
But let them remember, that * prerogative’’ 1s a 
term of foreign application; we have no such word 
on this side of the Atlantic. Since his first en- 
trance on public life, he had looked with dismay 
on the claims of Congress to pass all laws they 
thought fit. But all claims would be swallowed 
up in executive power. He did not refer to the 
present Executive, but that branch of Govern- | 
ment as a distinct corporation. ll 
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Mr. P. then went on to state that he did not 
consider any powers as belonging to Congress or 
the President, unless specified in the Constitution. 
Otherwise their enumeration was mere verbiace 
and useless repetition. Though he respected 
highly the framers and expounders of the Consti- 
tution, he felt at ¢iberty to judge for himself on this 
greatquestion. He thought it we take the printed 
report as a specimen of that de!ate, it must have 
fallen far short of the intelligence of the present day. 

Mr. P. then showed that Congress had by 
former enactments regulated, in some measure, 
the power of removal, and consequently that right 
now contended for was no innovation of the usages 
of this Government. 

*Mr. CUTHBERT here was understood to sug- 
gest an objection to the bill, that its terms were so 
general as to apply to all officers. 

At Mr. CALHOUN’S request, who observed 
that it applied only to disbursing officers, the bill 
was again read. 

Mr. CUTHBERT repeated his opinion that it 
applied to all officers. 

Mr. WRIGHT then occupied a short time in 





replying to Mr. Preston; and after some explan- 
_atory remarks from Vir. Ewine, who thought Mr. 


Bucuanan had misconceived his argument upon 
the bill, 
The Senate, on motion, adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, February 17, 1835. 
Petitions and memorials were presented, on 


leave, by Messrs. GORHAM, ASHLEY, and 


| HEATH, and appropriately reterred. 


Mr. CHINN, from the Committee on the Dis- 


trict of Columbia, reported a bill to extend the 


charter of the Union Bank of Georgetown; which 
was read twice and committed. 


Mr. CHINN, from the Committee on the Dis- 


| trict of Columbia, reported a resolution setung 


apart Saturday next, from twelve o’clock, for the 
consideration of bills reported from the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Tie CHAIR decided the resolution to be out of 


order, inasmuch as a proposition of a similar 
| tenor was rejected by the House yesterday. 


Mr. CORWIN, from the Committee of Ways 


and Means, reported, without amendment, the bill 


from the Senate making an appropriation for the 
repair of the Cumberland road. The bill was com- 
mitted. 


Mr. BARRINGER, from the Commitee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the 
relief of Jesse Sykes; which was read twice and 
committed. 


Mr. McKINLEY inquired of the Chair whether 
it would bei. order to move to take up the reso- 
lution fixing a day for the election Of printer to the 
House. 


‘The SPEAKER replied that it would require 
two-thirds to take up the resolution. 

Mr. McKINLEY said, that being the case, it 
would be useless to submit the motion. 

Mr. HARPER, of New York, from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, reported a bill for the relief 
of William Stanard and others; which was read 
twice and committed. 

Unfavorable reports upon various petitions, &< , 
were made by Messrs. WARDWELL, THLOM- 
SON, FOWLER, WISE, BARRINGER, ASH. 
LEY, and WAT ViOUGH, from their respective 
committees; which were laid on the table. 


STATUE OF JEFFERSON. 

The resolution reported by Me JARVIS, for 
the removal! of the bro: ze statue of Jefferson, ‘rom 
the Rotunds, came up as the unfinished business 
of the morning hour of yesterday. 

Mr. McKINLEY moved to postpone the reso 
lution until to-morrow, with a view of taking ap 
the resolution fixing a day for the election of 
printer to the House, and demanded the yeas and 
nays on his motion. 

The SPEAKER said it was not eompetent for 
the gentleman to include the latter proposition in 
his motion. 

Mr. McKINLEY said he cil not sointend. He 
merely wished to notify the House, that if the 
motion which he had made prevailed, he would 
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then propose to consider the resolution to which } 
he had referred. 

The House refused to order the yeas and nays 
* on the motion to posipone, 

The question was then taken, and the resolution 
was postpored—yeas 78, nays 63. | 
Mr. ALLAN, of Kentucky, moved to take up 
a resvluiiun, reported by the Cormmittee on Ter- | 
ritories, setting apart a day for the consideration | 

of bills reported from said committee. 

it was objected to. 

Mr. McRINLEY again moved to take up the 
resolution fixing a day for the election of printer. 
He thought it should be disposed of. If the House | 
was opposed to the resolution, or to the election 
of a printer, their determination should be made | 

nown. 
: The SPEAKER said the motion was not in| 
order, the resolution reported by the Committee 
of Elections, proposing to pay Mr. Letcher his 

er diem and mileage during the last session, 
Daving precedence. 

Mr. McKINLEY moved to postpone this res- || 
olution until to-morrow; which was disagreed to— | 
yeas 74, nays 81. 

The resolution was then taken up. 

The question being on the amendment offered | 
yesterday by Mr. H.npin, to pay Mr. Moore 
the same amount which was proposed to be paid 
to Mr. Letcher, 

Mr. VANDERPOEL said, as he was a member 
of the Committee of Elections last year, and was | 


still connected with that committee, he would take | 


the opportunity of saying a word about the res- 
olution and amendment under consideration. It _ 
would be recollected that the committee had re- 
ported that Mr. Moore was duly elected, but had | 
also reported that both acne ought to be 
paid. The House decided that the question as to | 
who was the elected member was a matter of so 
much doubt that it could not satisfactorily decide | 
it, and accordingly referred it to the people. This 
tribunal had decided in favor of Mr. Letcher, | 
and the committee could not, therefore, reasonably, 
at least so far as it regarded Mr. Letcher, recede | 
from the ground it had taken last session. If the | 


House was then under obligation to pay either || 


party, that obligation was not discharged by any- | 
thing that had since transpired. To be sure, Mr. | 


Letcher had said, at the conclusion of the speech | 


which he had made at the bar of the House, that | 


this did not absolve the House from its liability, 
if it ever existed. 


Mr. V. said he would vote for the amendment || 
offered by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. || 


Harpin,] which proposed to pay Mr. Moore; but 
should that be rejected, he would still vote to pay | 
Mr. Letcher. ‘Ihe committee had proposed to 
pey both, because they conceived Mr. Moore to 

e the certificated member, and because both the 


gentlemen had been detained here under the order | 


of the House. The claim of Mr. Letcher cer- | 
tainly was not weakened by a decision in his favor | 
by the tribunal (the people) to which the case | 
was referred. Still, he would, for the reasons | 
before stated, and in accordance with what the | 
committee had recommended last year, vote to | 


pay both. This was a very peculiar case, and || ; 
would not probably very soon occur again. He || brought before it. They arrived at no satisfactory 
would prefer having the cases or claims of each | 
gentleman brought before the House in the shape || 
of distinct propositions, that one might not em- || 


barrass the other; but, as the amendment was | 


proposed, he would vote for it, and repeated that, | 
if rejected, he would vote for the original resolu- |, E 
|| vote to pay him mileage; but this he would do with | 


tion. 
Mr. LETCHER said he did not rise by any | 


means to argue the question before the House. | 


That he did not intend to do; but his object was 
to place himself rectus in curia. He had, at the 
last session, disclaimed taking the proffered com- | 
pensation, without the seat, but he had never said | 
that he would take no pay if he got the seat; and 
now having obtained it, through trials and tribula- 
tions, the question was a very different one from | 
what it was at the last session. 
Mr. MASON, of Virginia, said that he could not | 


vote for the amendment proposed by the gentle- | 
man from Kentucky. Its effect ayo give tothe |, 

) gentlemen pay as members of this House | 
during the first session of the present Congress, || 


two 
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when neither was permitted to take a seat. Heun- 


derstood the usage of ite House to be that a gen- 


| tleman contesting the right of a sitting member to 
| his seat, was paid mileage to meet the expense of 
| travelling to the seat of Government to assert an 
|| important constitutional right. 


This rule was 
founded in a desire to protect the right of suffrage, 
and to enable one otherwise without adequate 
means, to assert his rights. lt weg stated by the 
committee at the last session that Mr. Letcher 


| was entitled to the certificate of eleciion from the 


| sheriffs. 


If he had received it, the case would have 
been but that which always before occurred, of 
one sitting and another contesting his right to the 
seat, and Mr. Letcher’s right to his pay would 
have been undoubted. The House did not permit 


' him to take his seat, but resolved that, ‘ic being 


impracticable to determine with any certainty, 
who is the rightful member, there should be a new 
election;’’ that election has been held, and Mr. 
Letcher is elected. He would pay Mr. Moore 
mileage, but he could not give him more. 


Mr. BEARDSLEY was in favor of paying each || 


of the gentlemen their mileage, for the reasons 
which had been assigned by the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr Mason.}] Beyond this he would 
not go. Asto Mr. Moore, as neither the House 


| nor the people had decided that he was entitled to 


the seat, it was improper to pay him his per diem. 


| In relation to the other gentleman, [Mr. Letcher,] 
|, the House having declared that it could not decide 


who was entitled to the seat, had ordered a new 
election, and the question was referred back to the 
people, not as was supposed by the gentleman from 
Virginia, (Mr. Mason,] by way of appeal, or to 


| decide the question which was before the House, 


but that they might choose a representative, with- 
out reference to the former election, or the contest 
which had grown out of it. Mr. Letcher had 
been chosen. It had been said that this was the 
first instance in which it was proposed to give full 
pay to both the individuals claiming a seat in the 
House. If this principle was established, there 
might be three or four competitors, and instead of 


should have to pay sixteen, twenty-four, or thirty- 
two dollars perday. He repeated, in conclusion, 
that he should not object to paying each of the 
gentlemen their mileage, but no more. 

Mr. JONES, of Georgia, said this was a pecu- 


liar case. Ordinarily, in contested elections, one of 
without his seat he would not receive his pay, but || 


the parties was admitted to the seat in the first in- 


|| stance, and if he was displaced, he was entitled to 


full pay up to the time of the decision. The suc- 
cessful claimant, in such case, was also paid from 
the commencement of the session. 


his seat, and the attendance of both was required 
be paid the usual per 


diem, and mileage. He entered into a history of 
the proceeding of the last session, in relation to 


| this contested election, and in conclusion declared || 
his intention to vote for the amendment and the | 


resolution. 


voluntary act of the party or parties, and not the 
act of the House. In this case, the House was 
nearly balanced on the question which had been 


conclusion, and the question was referred back to 
the people of the district. 
favor of Mr. Letcher. 
proper for the House to give full pay to both gen- 
tlemen. Under the circumstances, he could not 
vote to pay Mr. Moore his per diem. He would 


reluctance. 


Mr. EVANS entered into a history of the pro- | 8¢"t: 


ceedings, at the last session, connected with the | 
contested election, and contended that it would 
be a bad precedent to give full pay to the unsuc- 
cessful claimant to a seat in the House. 

Mr. CLAYTON, after adverting to the action 
of the House at the last session, contended that it | 
was not proper for the House to pocket the money | 


| or retain it in the Treasury, which of right be- | 


longed to a member from Kentucky. The House | 


had determined, at the last session, to submit the || pay of the Navy of the 


question of fact as to which of the gentlemen | 


The question had been very properly stated by | 


ONAL GLOBE. 


| conceive to be his rights 


|! to which he would make a remark or two. 


|| Mason,] that the 
paying the usual sum of eight dollars per day, we | 


In the present | 
| case, as neither individual was permitted to take 


e believed it was not | -. . 7 
Ee. same || their consideration, a petition to the Congresa of 


‘| the United States, from Adelaide Grasse de Gro- 
| champs, one of the surviving daughters of the 


|| taking up the bill to regulate the pay o 


' 
i 
' 


| 


| 





_ at 





the gentleman from Virgima, (Mr. Mason.) 
Phe people had decided the matter referred to 
them. In conclusion, he hoped the resolution 
would be adopted. He should also be in favor of 
paying Mr. Moore his mileage. He thought he 
was justly entitied to it,and it had been the usual 
practice heretofore to allow mileage to unsuccese- 
tul clarmants to seats upon this floor. 

Mr. BURGES aaid the committee who investi- 
gated this subject at the last session, decided in 
favor of Mr. Moore, and the House determined 
that they could not decide either way, and sent 
the gentlemen back to the people. He contended 
that these contested elections should be investi- 
gated at the expense of the Government It was 
proper to encourage the purification of elections. 
No person should be admitted to his seat where 
there was any doubt as to his right. He would 
pay aman who came here to contest an election. 
If this was not done, great advantage would be 


| given to a rich individual, who might come in 


conflict with a poor man, who was unable to 
undergo the expense of asserting what he might 
It was upon this 
principle that he voted to pay Mr. Letcher; and 
upon the same principle he would vote to pay 
Mr. Moore. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, said that as 
both of the gentlemen were brought and kept 
here by the operation of law, he could not for his 
life see any difference between the two. He felt 
it to be his duty to vote for the original proposi- 
tion; and he should also vote for the amendment, 
as he could not make a distinction between the 
parties. 

Mr. CLAY said it would be recollected that 
there was much unprofitable discussion at the last 
session in relation to this contested election. It 
seems that the same thing was again likely to take 
place. His purpose was to submit a motion, 
which would bring the debate to a close, previous 
He 
agreed with the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
uestion as to which of the 
gentlemen was entitled to the seat, was in effect 


_ referred to the people. They had determined that 


question, 


Could we with propriety cavil at their 
decision ? 


As he remarked on a former occasion, 


|| he was in favor of paying Mr. Moore as much ae 


the practice of the House would sanction. What 
that should be he knew not. He thought that 


| the subject should be referred to a committee, 
| that the precedents might be examined, who 
| could report a resolution, allowing Mr. Moore 


what might be found to be right and proper. He 
was in favor of doing ample justice to Mr. Moore. 


| The present resolution ought to be adopted. 

| There could be no question of its propriety. 
| here, by the course adopted by the House, he || 
| thought that each shoul 


W hile, therefore, he should, on a proper occasion, 
be willing to examine the claim of Mr. Moore in 
a spirit of liberality, he felt constrained to move 
the previous question. 

The motion was not seconded. 


Mr. POLK called for the orders of the day— 


|| yeas 93, nays 64, 
Mr. LANE said, a contested election was the | 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 


|| lowing message from the President of the United 
'| States; which was referred to the Committee on 
|| Revolutionary Claims: 


They had decided in | To the House of Representatives of the United States: 


I transmit to the House of Representatives, for 


Count de Grasse, together with the letters which 
accompanied it. Translations of these are also 
ANDREW JACKSON. 

WasnincrTon, 16th February, 1835. 

Mr. WATMOUGH moved to postpone all the 
previous orders of the day, for the faves of 

the Navy. 

Mr. POLK demanded the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered, and were—yeas 110, nays 103. 

So the motion prevailed. 

NAVY PAY BILL. 

The House then took up the bill to regulate the 

nited States. 


| The question pending was on the following 
were entitled to a seat, to a jury of the people. || amendment, offered by Mr. Pore: 


‘* That the bill, with its amendments, be sub- 
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*mitted to the Committee of the Whole on the 
* state of the Union, with instructions to amend the 
* game by stiiking out from the thirty-second to the 
*‘thirty-ninth line, inclusive, and inserting in lieu 
* thereo!— 

**When commanding a squadron on foreign 
‘service, three thousand five hundred dollars. 

**When commanding a single ship, or in any 
* other eervice, three thousand dollars. 

‘Whew on leave, or wang orders, two thou- 
‘and dollars.”’ 

** And by striking out the remainder of the bill 
* from the commencement of the one hundred and 
‘ninety-fifth line, beginning with the word ‘ in- 
*cluding.’”’ 

Mr. POPE expressed a hope that the House 
would at once act upon the bill, without further 
discussion. 

Mr. WATMOUGH said he had hoped that 
the bill, es modified, and since presented by him 
to the House, in which the various amendments 
had beenin part imbodied, would have met with 
general concurrence ; and he also hoped the House | 
would come to a decision at once. 

Mr. POPE suid he could not accept the modifi- 
cations proposed, but must insist on his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. WISE was opposed to that part of the 
amendment to recommit, with instructions, and 
would rather vote against the whole bill. 

Mr. tiARDIN was of the same opinion. 

Mr. WATMOUGH wished to know if it was 
necessary that the bill should go again into Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The CHAIR replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. GRENNELL remarked, that inasmuch as 
the bill was now stripped of all its objectionable 
features, and would produce a great saving to the 
country, almost $100,000 a year, he had hoped no 
objections would have been urged. 

ir. FLLLMORE asked for a division of the 
question. 


recommit, &c., on the table. 
Mr. GRENNELL asked for the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered. 
The question was then taken and decided inthe | 
negative—yeas 75, nays 132. 
Phe question then recurring on recommitting | 
the bill, 
Mr. POPE proposed to modify his instructions | 
to the committee, 80 as to except, in the proposi- 
tion to strike out, that part allowing ten cents per 
mile when under travelling orders, and proposing 


| the gentleman’s from Kentucky, because by the 


| amendment was taken—ayes 68, noes 24. No 
Mr. BEAUMONT moved to lay the motion to |, 


also to raise the pay of Captains on foreign ser- | 


vice to $4,000. 

Mr. GILLET said the new bill, subsequent! 
printed, would conflict with the above amend- 
ments, 
instructions proposed, their hands would be so 
tied up that they would be unable to make the 
bill as perfect as was desired. He hoped the bill 
would be recommitted with instructions. 

Mr. HARDIN also expressed the same wish. | 

Mr. GILLET then offered the following amend- 
ment to the bill: 

** Strike out from line 191 to the end of the bill, 
and insert the following: ‘That no allowance shall 
hereafier be made to any officer, or person em- | 
ployed in the naval service of the United States, | 
for drawing bills, for receiving or disbursing 
money, or transacting any business for the Govern- | 
ment of the United States; nor shall he be allowed 


servants, or pay for servants, or clothing or ra- | 


tions for them, or pay for the same; nor shall any 
allowance be made to him for rent of quarters, or | 
to pay rent for furniture, or for lights or fuel, or 
for travelling expenses or transporting baggage; | 
nor shall any such officer or person be allowed 
to transport, or aid in transporting, for pay, any 
specie or property for any person, Itis hereby | 
expressly declared that the yearly allowance pro- 
vided in this act is all the pay, com 
allowance that shall be received under any circum- 
stances whatever, by any such officer or person.”’ 

Mr. POPE agreed to accept it as a modification 
to his instructions. 

Some conversation ensued on the subject of this 


If the bill went into committee with the | 


| printed above. 


nsation, and | 


amendment, conflicting with the other, between | 


the CHAIR, Messrs. JONES, GILLET, and 
WATMOUGH; and Mr, POPE expressed a, 
wish to withdraw his accepiance. 


_ amendment, when there appeared—ayes 72, noes 


The question was then taken on recommitting 
the bill,and agreed to. 

The question was then taken on recommitting 
the bill with instructions. Negatived. 

The House then, on motion of Mr. WAT- 
MOUGEH, resolved itself into a Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Brices in 
the chair.) 

Mr. POPE then proposed his amendment as 
modified. 

Mr. WISE proposed to amend the same by 


fixing the pay of captains in foreign service at || 


$4,000; when on other duty, $3,500; when off 
duty, $2,500 

Mr. WISE made a few remarks in favor of his 
amendment, contending that by the amendment 
offered by Mr. POPE, there was no increase 
whatever in the pay of the naval officers. Mr. 
W. hoped his own woula be adopted as the 
smallest possible increase that could reasonably 
be adopted. 

Mr. JONES said a few words in reply. 

Mr. FOSTER said, if much time was con- 
sumed in committee, the bill would be lost in the 
House. 

Mr. BATES opposed the original amendment. 

Mr. GRENNELL said that nine hundred and 
fifty out of every thousand officers were satisfied 
with the amendment as offered by the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 

Mr. WATMOUGH hoped the whole ground 
was not to be gone over again. 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, hoped the amend- 
ment of his colleague would be adopted in lieu of 


latter an officer who had been thirty-five years in 
the service, would receive only five hundred 
dollars more than one who had only served five 
years. 

After a few further remarks from Mr. C. P. 
WHITE and Mr. JONES, the question on the 


quorum voting. 

Mr. HARPER made a few observations in 
favor of the increased pay. 

Mr. MANN said if the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia should be rejected, he would, 
as an act of justice to that meritorious class of 
persons embraced in the bill, renew the proposi- 
tion heretofore offered by the gentleman from 
Maine, [Mr. Janrvis.] 

The question was again taken on Mr. Wise’s 


40. 
Still no quorum voting, tellers were demanded, 
and, on the division, there were—ayes 79, noes 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The question then recurred on the amendment 
as amended; which was agreed to without a di- 
vision. 

Mr. POPE moved to insert an amendment in 
relation to the mileage of officers when travelling 
under orders. 


Mr. GILLET here moved his amendment, as 


Mr. G. explained that his object was to confine 
officers in all respects to their salaries. An idea 
had been advanced, on a former occasion, ny a 
gentleman from Rhode Island,[Mr. Pearce),that 


| officers ought to receive an extra ailowance for 


the transportation of specie, which Mr. G. thought 
very objectionable. 
The CHAIR decided this amendment not to be 


in order at that time. 


The question was then taken on Mr. Pore’s 
amendment, and there appeared—ayes 85, noes 
16. 

No quorum voting, it was taken again by tellers, 


| and there were—ayes 85, noes 35. 


So the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. JARVIS then called the attention of the 
committee to the following provision for surgeons 
of the Navy, ‘and when appointed to perform 
the duties of surgeon genta, his pay shall be in- 
creased three-fourths.” 

Mr. J. moved to strike out this provision, be- 
cause there was in fact no such officer as that 
of surgeon general known in the service, and an 
appropriation bill was not the place for creating 
such an office. 

Mr. WATMOUGH explained. The service 





| 
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had suffered greatly for the want of a surgeon 
general, and he hojed the provision would not be 
stricken out. 

The question was taken; and there appeared— 
ayes 60, noes 55 

Mr. JARV!S withdrew his motion; whereupon 

Mr. MANN, of New York, renewed it, and the 
amendment was agreed to—ayes 9%, noes pot 


| counted. 


Mr. WISE moved that the committee rise and 
report the bill to the House. 
Mr. GILLET then renewed his amendment. 


| Negatived—ayes 61, noes 69. 


Mr. JACKSON, of Massachusetts, then moved 
to amend the clause for the provision for officers 


| on furlough, entitling them to receive two-thirds of 


the pay to which they would have been entitled if 
on leave of absence, by striking out ** two-thirds,” 
and inserting ‘* one-half.”’ Agreed to. 

Mr. GILLET moved to strike out the following 
clause: ‘* Officers temporarily performing duties 
belonging to those of a higher grade, shall receive 


the compensation allowed to such higher grade 
| while actually so employed.” 


Mr. C. P. WHITE opposed the motion. 
Mr. MANN, of New York, was in favor of the 
The officers in our service should re- 
ceive a pay corresponding to their rank, and no 
more. 

Mr. BURGES opposed the amendment. 

Mr. JONES remarked, that the provision, as it 


| stood, would go to pay two officers for perform- 


ing the same duty, and he hoped the amendment 
would be sdopted. 

Mr. CLAY said, to him it mattered not what 
might be the grade of an officer, if he performed 
the duty of a higher grade than his own, he ought 
to be paidaccordingly. Ifa lieutenant performed 
the duty of a commander, he was equitably enti- 
tled to a commander’s pay, for the time he was so 
employed. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
—ayes 34, noes 82; no quorum. It was again 
taken by tellers, when there appeared—ayes 8, 
noes 96. Still no quorum voting. 

The CHAIR ascertained that there was a quo- 
rum in the House, and the amendment was then 
negatived, without a division. 

Mr. JARVIS then moved to amend the follow- 
ing provision of the bill by striking out ‘ Lieu- 
tenants commanding, $1,800; on other duty, 

1,500; waiting orders, $1,200;’’ and inserting in 
ieu thereof the following: ** Lieutenants com- 
manding on duty over ten years’ service, $1,500; 
under ten years’ service, and on duty, $1,200; 
waiting orders, $1,000.” Negatived without a 
division. 

Mr. JARVIS then moved to amend the follow- 
ing clause: ** Passed midshipmen on duty, $750; 
waiting orders, $600;”’ by inserting in lieu of those 
sums, respectively, $600 for the former, and $500 
for the latter. Negatived without a division. 

On motion of Mr. WARD, the committee then 
rose and reported the bill, with the amendments, 
to the House. 

Mr. JONES then moved to amend the two 
clauses relating to the pay of captains, and asked 
for the yeas and nays; not ordered—ayes 28, noes 
129. 
The amendment was then negatived without a 
division. 

The other amendments agreed to in committee 
were then concurred in by the House. 

Mr. GILLET then praposed the amendment to 
the House which he had submitted in Committee 
of the Whole, in relation to allowances. Mr. G. 
urged its adoption on the principle that it was best 
to allow officers a fixed salary than subject them 
to the contingencies of indirect and extraallowance, 
and asked for the yeas and nays; which were 
ordered. 

Mr. McKIM opposed the amendment, and 
asked how could the merchants call upon and ex- 
pect captains of ships-of-war to bring bonse specie 
from South America, unless they were paid for it; 
and in case of war, how could its safety be ensured 
by any other conveyance. 

Mr. GILLET said his amendment was not con- 
fined to the allowance incident to the transporta- 
tion of specie alone. 

Mr. McKIM still thought the amendment ob- 
jectionable, as that was one of the most important 
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It was allowed in the | 








articles of tran8portation. |! 
British navy, and he believed in other countries | 


so. 
” Mr. BURGES also opposed the amendment. 

Mr. HARDIN made some observations on the 
nature of the services expected of our naval offi- 
cers connected with commercial transactions, and | 
alluded to allowances which had been made by | 
Secretaries of the Navy under former Administra- 

ns. 
vias ADAMS, of Massachusetts, made some 
explanatory remarks on the practices which had 
obtained in the Government on this subject; and 
referred also to the practices of the British Gov- 
ernment. It was almost indispensable that specie 
should at times be conveyed in armed vessels. 

Mr. MANN moved to amend the amendment 
of Mr. Gu Let, by prohibiting the captains of the 
Navy from carrying specie and other property. 
He said he thought the present system productive | 
of gross abuses. Mr. M. also made sundry refer- 
ences to the system of allowing extra rations, and 
allowances in the army, and he hoped the House | 
would take the present opportunity of cutting them 
off from the Navy. 

Mr. GILLET was understood to accept the 
modification of bis colleague. 

Mr. VINTON said, as the amendment prohib- 
ited officers from having any servants, he wished 
to know if the clause was intended to prohibit 
them from employing servants at their own ex- 
yense, 

Mr. WATMOUGH moved a substitute to the | 
amendment by inserting in lieu thereof a provis- || 
ion that no allowance should hereafter be made 

for drawing bills or receiving or disbursing mon- | 
eys belonging to the Goverument of the United 
States, nor for clothing nor rations, &c.; which 
was negatived. 

Mr. PARKER asked fora division of the ques- 
tion on the original amendment; but it was decided 
not to be in order. 

Mr. JONES moved an amendment to the amend- 
ment, and said he wished to make the officers of 


the Navy accountable to the department for what | 


they received; otherwise they might charge what 
they pleased. 

Mr. McKIM briefly opposed the amendment. 
It had long been the practice of the Navy to carry 
money, and if they were to receive nothing for it, 
how could they be expected to undértake so 
troublesome and responsible a duty ? 

Mr. JONES said it was a disgrace to our naval 
service that the officers should be allowed to receive 
pay for such labor. Mr. J.then asked for the 
yeas and nays; which were not ordered; and the 
amendment was negatived without a division. 


Mr. FILLMORE proposed to amend the amend- | 


ment by leaving in the bill one ration per day for 
Avreed to—ayes 93, noes 43. 

Mr. C. P. WHITE moved further to amend 
the saine by striking out the words, ‘persons 
employed.” 

Mr. LOYALL moved to amend the amendment 
by a clause prohibiting any officer or other person 
employed in the naval service from taking his 
witeor any female member of his family on board 
his ship at sea, and asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were not ordered. 

Mr. L. said that the only occasion on which our 


flag had been insulted with impunity arose from a | 


lady NaiOg, been on board 
Mr. STEELE explained that the facts of the 
case referred to were not understood. There had 


been no court of inquiry on the subject, the | 


captain, a very brave and meritorious officer, 
having died of 
Savannah, 

Mr. J.Q. ADAMS opposed the amendment; 
and had no apprehensions on the subject. In time 
of war there was little probability of a case occur- 
ring, and even if it did, he did not believe that a 
commander would refuse to resent an insult be- 
cause his wife was on board. The case men- 
tioned by the gentleman from Virginia might have 


happened, but one swallow did not make a sum- | 


mer. 
Mr. WISE remarked that the provision might 


be proper enough, but it had better be left to 
another bill, 


Mr. FOSTER asked if the amendment was ir 
order? 


which were 


yellow fever on his return to | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


perhaps, entirely in order, but as the House had || 
chosen to entertain it, the Chair had not inter- | 


posed. 
Mr. LOYALL explained that he had no intention 
of casting any reflection upon a high and gallant 
officer in alluding to the case he had, but had || 
merely adverted to it as going to show the neces- 


| sity of such a provision as that he had proposed. 


He was convinced the practice was a bad one. 
Mr. BURD made a few remarks in favor of the |} 
amendment. |] 
Mr. TURRILL moved that the House adjourn. || 
Negatived. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Loyat.’s 
amendment; and it was negatived—ayes 60, noes | 
106. ‘ 

The question was then taken on Mr. Gitter’s 
amendment; and carried without a division. 


Mr. JARVIS then moved the amendments pro- || 
| posed by him in Committee of the Whole; which 
'| were rc jected. 


‘The question then recurring on ordering the bill | 


|| to be engrosved, 


Mr. MARDIS asked for the yeas and nays; 
ordered. 

Mr. PARKS moved an adjournment. 
tived—ayes 74, noes 103. 

The question was then taken; and decided as 
follows—yeas 102, nays 82. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

On motion of Mr. WISE, 

The House adjourned. 


Nega- 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, February 18, 1835. 


The CHAIR communicated a letter from the | 
Post Office Departinent, made in obedience to a 


_ resolution of the Senate, requiring a statement of 
the debts of the department; which, on motion of | 


Mr. GRUNDY, was referred tothe Post Office 
Committee, and ordéred to be printed. 

The CHAIR also laid before the Senate a letter 
from the War Department, with a communication 
relative to the disbursements gf money, goods, or 
effects, in the trade and intercourse with the 

| Indians; which, on motion of Mr. WHITE, was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
| ordered to be printed. 


On motion of Mr. CLAYTON, the Judiciary 

Committee were discharged from the further con- 

| sideration of the petition of Samuel H. Thompson, 

and the petition of James M. Elford, and of the 
sureties of Archibald H. Sneed. 

On motion of Mr. EWING, the Committee on 
Finance was discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the petition of John Sarchett. 

Mr. LEIGH, from the Committee on the Judi- 
| ciary, made an unfavorable report upon the peti- 
| tion of the heirs of Silas Elliot, deceased, and the 
| committee were discharged therefrom. 


| Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on | 


| Pensions, to which was referred the bills from 
| the House of Representatives granting pensions 
| to Isaac Janvier and John Dal, reported the same, 
| severally, without amendment. 


| On motion of Mr. SHEPLEY, the Committee 
| on Claims was discharged from the further con- 
| sideration of the petitions of Sylvester Day, Abra- 
| ham Morrill, Noah Brown, and others. 


Mr. BENTON, by the instructions of the Mili- 
tary Committee, made the following report: 
The Committee on Military Affairs, which has 
| had the subject under consideration, report that it 
is expedient to increase the appropriations hereto- 
| fore made for the national defence; and that in 


fortifications, and in addition to the two sums of 
$100,000 each, heretofore recommended by this 
committee to be inserted in the said bill for fortifi- 
cations end the armament thereof, the further sum 
of $500,000 be recommended to be inserted therein, 
| for the repair, completion, and construction of 
| fortifications, and to provide the necessary arma- 
| ment thereof. And the committee have directed 
| their chairman to move an amendment accord- 





! priation bill. 


The CHAIR said, in his opinion, it was not, | 


| addition to the sums now contained in the bill for | 


|| ingly, at the proper time, to the fortification appro- | 
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_Mr. PRESTON, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill from the 
House of Representatives granting a pension to 


| Wiliam Slocum, reported the same without 
/ amendment, but with an expression of opinion by 
| the committee agmuns: its passage. 


The following resolutions were submitted: 

By Mr. HENDRICKS: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to cause a survey to be made of a road from the 
Maumee bay through the northern counties of 
Indiana, to, or near the rapids of Illinois river, 


|| and thence to the Mississippi river, to some point 


between Rock Island and Quincy. 
By Mr. KENT: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 


|| be directed to transmit to the Senate any informa- 
| tion he may possess in relation to the obstructions 


in the navigation of the Potomac between Wash- 


ington and Georgetown, in this District. 


By Mr. HENDRICKS: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian A ffairs 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
allowing to Mr. Marshall, Indian agent, theamount 
of certain abstracts, herewith submitted, for ex- 
penditures in the Indian service. 

Agreed to. 

_Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the resolution adopted by the 


| Senate on the 28th day of March, in the year 
| 1834, in the following words: ‘* Resolved, That 


the President, in the late executive proceedings in 
relation to the public revenue, has assumed upon 
himself authority and power sot conferred by the 
Constitution and laws, but in derogation cf both,’” 


|| be, and the same is hereby, ordered to be ex- 


punged from the Journals of the Senate, because 
| the suid resolution is illegal and unjust, of evil 
example, indefinite and vague, expressing a crim- 
inal charge without specification; and was irregu- 
larly and unconstitutionally adopted by the Senate, 
in subversion of the rights of defence, which 
| belong to accused and impeachable officers; and 
at a time and under circumstances to involve 
| peculiar injury to the political rights and pecuniary 
| interests of the people of the United States. 
The resolution having been read, 
Mr. POINDEXTER rose and eaid he doubted 


| whether it was in order to offer such a proposition; 


'| and, therefore, he objected to the reception of the 


| motion of the honorable Senator The Constitu- 
tion of the United States (said Mr. P.) makes it 
the duty of each House of Congress to keep a 
Journal of its proceedings. Each blouse may 


|| incorporate with its Journals an unconstitutional 
|} act, or Congress may pass an unconstitutional 


law; but it does not follow that the matter which 
| is a part of the ier of the session should not 
be on the Journals. To omit to place it on the 
| Journals would be a violation of its constitutional 
| duty. The Journal is only a history of the pro- 
ceedings of this body—there is no principle 
involved in it. How are we to fulfil our consti- 
' tutional obligations, if, after we repent of having 
done an act, we allow a proceeding to expunge it? 
The amendment of a Journal must be made on 
the day when itisread. Isit in order to expunge 
any part of the Journal of the Senate during the 
administration of John Adams or Thomas Jef- 
ferson? If itbe, Mr. P. said he could find enough 
' there that he would be willing to expunge. The 
motion to amend, then, must be aad on the day 
the Journal is read, or it is out of order to move 
| it afterwards; and he insisted it should not be 
received. If the honorable gentleman from Mis- 
souri thinks the resolution complained of is wrong 
in principle, let him introduce a countervailing 
resolution, and then the Senate can take it into 
| consideration; and if there be an error in it, they 
can correct it. Mr. P. said he objected to do that 
which the Constitution forbids—to do that which, 
if we had not done it, would have been a violation 
| of the Constitution of the United States. With- 
| out offering an opinion about the resolution, or 
whether it is such as the Constitution justifies or 
‘not, Mr. P. said he considered a record of it, 
| whether it be creditable to the body or not, to be 
| a constitutional duty. 
| Mr. BROWN said it appeared to him, with 
| great deference to the honorable gentleman from 
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and the course he had indicaced as the most appro- 
priate one to be pursued in this case, were not 
exiremely regular If the proposiuon (said he) 
contains matter derogatory to the dignity ot 
this body, and indecorous in itseli, then it may 
with propriety be arrested in its incipient state, 
But it te not said that this resolution ts indecorous 
or derogatory to the Senate. The honorabie gen- 
Henman says itis unconsiucutional to alter a Juur- 
nal. But is it not most manifest that the gentleman 
anticipates the decision of the case, which would 
be much more properatanothertime? The exact 


question to be decided is, whether the resolution | 


is constitutional or not. But there is another 
question intimately connected with this matter 
which may well address itself to the consideration 
of the Senate. Several of the State Legislatures 
have passed resolutions expressive of their opin- 
ions upon the very point to which this proposition 
distinctiy applies, and will the Senate, represent 
ing the sovereignties of the several States, refuse 
to listen to this proposition expressed by the regu- 
lar constitutional organ of the States? If it be so, 
however honorable genulemen may profess to rev- 
erence State rights, certain itis that such a course 
i@ much better calculated to bring contempt upon 
the rights of the States than any other course that 
could be pursued, Yes, sir, the case is presented 
of the Senate’s refusing to entertain a proposition 
upon which the States themselves have expressed 
. solemn and deliberate opinion. If this doctrine 
ve true, the legitimate consequence is that all 
legislation must be stifled. Whenever an import- 
antquestion is presented which involves a question 
of constituuonality —and there are many which are 
supposed to do so at the threshold—the honorable 
yenleman might rise in his place and move thatit 
be notconsidered. The practice is calculated to 
suppress inquiry, and ought not to be admitted. 
Suppose an arbitrary majority of the Senate should 
refuse to entertain a proposition which was upon 
its face manifestly proper, but which did not ex- 
actly quadrate with their own notions, would 
the Senate suppress or deny inquiry by refusing 
to receive it? It was so clearly madmissible that 
he could not assent to the honorable gentleman’s 
motion. 


man from Mississippi would withdraw his motion || 
For it must be | 
evident to every gentleman that the debate must | 


not to receive the proposition. 


come up upon his motion, if it was not withdrawn. 
Mr. POINDEXTER here interposed. He 


begged to put a question to the honorable gentle- || 


man from Virginia. Suppose, after a bill had 
pasved the’Senate, and had been sent to the other 


House, a proposition were made to consider it, | 


would the consideration of the motion be proper? 

Mr. LEIGH replied that he was not well ac- 
quainted with the rules of the Senate. He could 
not answer the gentleman’s question. But he 


wanted the debate to come up, for he saw it must | 


come up. He wanted to give full time to the 
geotiemen on the other side to come out and dis- 
cuss this question. For himself, he was satisfied 
that this was a proposition, the effect of which 
would be, not sale to expunge irom the Journal 
of this House, but to expunge this body from the 
Constitution. He wanted to meetthe resolution— 
and he was desirous of giving the gentleman from 
Missouri a full and fair opportunity of discussing 
the question—he wished to see him come fully 
prepared, for he knew he was not sonow. He 
wished to hear that gentleman’s reasons, and, 
therefore, he hoped his friend from Mississippi 


would withdraw his opposition to the recepuon | 


of the resolution. 

Mr. POINDEXTER said as he believed the 
motion involved the merits of the proposition, he 
would therefore withdraw it. 

The resolution having been received, 

Mr. BEN TON said as it contained the heads of 
the topics which he meant to discuss, he moved 
that uw be printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. W AGGA MAN gave notice that to-morrow 
he would move to take up the bill to establish a 
daily mail between Macon, in Georgia, and New 
O; leans. 

The bill for the relief of David Beard was taken 
up, considered as in Committee of the Whole, and 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


Mississippi, that the remarks he had just made, 


. 


! 


_ was gone, and no one could ever expectits rechar 


} unpopular institution. 


*—27. 


On motion of Mr. POINDEXTER, the Senate bank. He considered the bill bali t 


resumed, as in Committee of the Whole, the bill 


supplementary to the act granting a township of || 


land to certain exiles from Poland. 

After adupting an amendment submitted by Mr. 
ROBINSON, confining the Poles to such landsas | 
have not been settled, and which have been sur- | 
veyed, 

Mr. KANE asked the yeas and nays upon the 


engrossment of the bill; which were ordered, and | 
are as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Buchanan, 
Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, Ewing, Freliughuysen, | 


Goldsborough, Kent, King of Alabama, King of || 


Georgia, Knight, Lee, Linn, McKean, Moore, 
Naudain, Poindexter, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, 
Robbins, Silsbee, Smith, Tailmadge, Tomlinson 


NAYS—Messrs. Bell, Brown, Grundy, Hill, 
Kane, Mangum, Morris, Robinson, Shepley, 
Swift, Tyler, Waggaman, White, Wright—14. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 


On motion of Mr. LINN, it was ordered that 
the standing hour of meeting for the remainder of 
the session, shall be eleven o’clock. 


BOUNDARY BETWEEN ALABAMA 


GEORGIA. 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Judiciary Commit 
tee, reported a bill relative to the boundary line be- 
tween the States of Alavama and Georgia; which 
was read the first time, and ordered to a second | 
reading. 





AND 


THE CADDO INDIANS. 


The following resolution, submitted yesterday 
by Mr. Porrer, was taken up, considered, and 
agreed to: 


"Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs || 


be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
making an appropriation for the purpose of hold- 
ing a treaty or convention with the Caddo Indians, | 


for the extinguishment of a claim set up by them |! in Maryland, and to a friend of his in Kentucky, 


to a tract of country in the northwestern part of 


the State of Louisiana, and the southwestern part || 
| of the Territory of Arkansas. 
Mr. LEIGH expressed a wish chat the gentle- | 





THE FOUR YEARS’ LAW. 


The Senate then resumed the consideration of 
the bill to repeal the act limiting the term of cer- 
tain officers, commonly called the four years’ law, | 
approved May, 1820. 

Mr. CLA 


anxious, and one involving the same principles as 
these on which he had the honor at the last ses- 
sion to offer a resolution to the Senate. These 
principles were the results of long and mature 
reflection; and from their being incorporated in the 
bill, he feit called upon to defend it. He would 
say, that he differed with the gentleman from New 
York, (Mr. Wricur,] in his comparison of the 
dangers last winter and this. He knew that the 
scenes alluded to, arose from one of the most | 
extraordinary measures ever witnessed in a free 
Government. He saw no congruity between those 
measures and the present report. That was no 
less than the assumption of all power by one per- 
son, as was shown by the removal of the deposites, 
by the protest, and by the report of the Secretary 
of the Treasury. But he regretted that any refer- 
ence had been made tothe bank. Nothing more 
could be hoped for in favor of that institution. It 





ter, especially if he looked to the disposition of the 
other House, and to different sections of the coun- 
try. He believed its affairs had been justly and 
properly administered. But he was not disposed 


to look too much on the bright side of the ques- | 


tion. The bank was gone and the currency of the 
country deranged. On its ruins a multitude of local 
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| distracted the country. 


it was beyond the control of the Senate. 








February 18, 


: : he Senate 
totally divested of any connexion with the bank, 


and separated from ail the political questions that 


There were duues (said Mr. C.) transcendent 
dutics, far paramount to party purposes—duties 
we owe our country. It had been well said, that 
in the perpetual turn of the political wheel, thoge 
who are up to-day may be down to-morrow; but 
if we adhered to principles, to manly, independent 
principies, it was nO matter whether we were up 
or down. 

Mr. C. said, in regard to the question under 
consideration that the participation of the Senate 
in the power of appointment was merely iominai, 
if it acted without the reasons of the President. 
For if they sanctioned an appointment, the Presi- 
dent could eject the officer from his place’ the next 
day, ifhe pleased. If the office was once vacant, 
Should 
they reject one nomination, the President might 
nominate another and another of his creatures, 
until the Senate would be forced to yield, or leave 
the office vacant. . 


The power of removal, as now exercised, was 


entirely despotic in itsapplication. In the recesses 
of the executive mansion, the question was decided, 
while the officer remained unseen and unheard. 


| The President was sole judge, jurors, and execu- 


tioner. And further, it was an irresponsivle pow- 
er, as, without his reasons were given, no one 


, could call him to an account for his actions. He 


was beyond the power of impeachment, if sucha 
thing was capable of being practically carried out 
in such a governmentas ours. Responsibility was 
as essential an ingredient of a free government, as 
the vital air which surrounds us was necessary 
for animal life. Every officer was responsible to 


the people; all were public servants; and if one 


servant removed another, he ought to render an 
account, to give his reasons to the nation. There 
would be a day of reckoning to all; and he would 


| appeal to the Senate, if there had not been abuse? 


Mr. C. then referred to the removal of a marshal 


, who had been dismissed from office. 


The gentleman from New York [Mr. Wricut] 
had ingeniously analyzed the mass over which 
executive power had its influence, and upon each 


| division asked the question, Was there any dan- 


said, the subject under considera- || 
tion was one on which he had felt extremely |. 


| his place. 


gerin that? He (Mr. C.) perfectly understood 
the nature of such appeals; they were better suited 
for the stump than the Senate of the Usited States. 
We had not yet felt the weight of executive in- 
fluence; the power of removal was still in its in- 
fancy; scarcely six years old. It had not yet been 


| applied to the army and navy, and could not be 
| brought to bear on the pensioners. 


Suppose (said Mr. C.) it should be applied to 
the army; if an officer stood in the way of the 
President’s designs, and he refused to yield, the 
President would remove him, and put another in 
In this way, the army and navy might 
soon be filled with the supple tools of executive 
| power. Whoever would take a just view of these 
| principles, let him look to the nature of man. 


|, The very tendency of these things was to pro- 


duce servility. There were several stages in the 
| descent: First, silence. If an officer happened to 
| differ with the President on some political points, 
‘he would be reserved; his friends and relations 
would advise him to be prudent, and say nothing. 
But the place admits of no neutrality; hungry ex- 
pectants are crowding around, and the officer 
must become warm and active, or he is dismissed. 
What a multitude of officers so situated did the 


| Post Office Department, the custom-houses, and 


| the land offices, furnish. They were a well- 
regulated body, a corps d’armée, a rallying point 
| for political action, forming committees of corre- 
spondence all over the country. It was a revival 
of the institutions of feudal times ; filling the land 
with barons and feudatories. The Senator from 


banks would spring up in every part of these || New York had used the term “‘ inherent power.” 


twenty-four sovereign States. 


Money would be | This was a new source of power. 


He was igno- 


plenty; property would increase in nominal value, || rant of what the Senator meant by inherent power. 
and the country be flooded with spurious bills. It || He had only known implied and expressed power. 


was the misfortune of this country that the great | 
principles of reform should be connected with an | 


' crease of executive power with the fortunes of the 


[Mr. Wricut here rose to explain. He meant 
no other power than what was derived from the 


He had warned his friends | Constitution } 
| not to connect the subject of preventing the in- | 


| Mr. CLAY then proceeded. The Senator from 
' Pennsylvania had spoken of ‘ sovereign power.” 
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This was also a new idea in this country. Did 
the Senator bring back with him his definition of 
executive power from Russia, where he had seen 
the wretched serf toiling three days in the week 
for his lordly master? 

Mr. C. went on to show that the power of 
removal was not an executive power, but rather 
a judicial one, as it implied a condemnation. He 
believed the Constitution pointed out no other way 
of removal than by impeachment. But if the 
necessity of the case required a way less tedious, 
he thought it should be classed as a legislative 

ower, since the Legislature had the right to create 
office or abolish it. sp 

Mr. C. then went back to examine the decision 
in 1789. On looking over that debate, Mr. C. 
said, he had found his opinion changed with re- 
gard to some of the great men who acted con- | 
spicuous parts then. ; 

Mr. C. concluded by saying that he had stated, 
in the beginning, that the power of dismissal or 
suspension was necessary. He only contended | 
that it ought to be regulated by law. 

When Mr. C. concluded, 

Mr. GRUNDY rose and spoke in opposition 
to the bill. | 
After sometime Mr.G yielded the floorto Mr. 
MANGUM, on whose motion, 

The Senate adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wenpnespay, February 18, 1835. 


Mr. DICKERSON, on leave, presented certain | 
amendments to the bill to prevent evasions of the 
revenue laws; which were ordered to be printed. 


Unfavorable reports on various petitions were | 
made by Messrs. ELISHA WHITTLESEY, | 
BANKS, and TURRILL, from their respective | 
committees. 


On motion of Mr. CAVE JOHNSON, the) 
bill supplementary to an act passed the 4h July, 
1832, for the final adjustment of land claims in 
the southeastern district of Louisiana, was recom- || 
mitted to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


On motion of Mr. BINNEY, by leave, 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means be instructed to inquire into the expedi- | 
ency of making an appropriation for the repair 
of Fort Mifflin and the adjacent pier, on the river 
Delaware, for the purposes of temporary defence. || 


Mr. EWING presented certain resolutions of || 
the Legislature of the State of Indiana; which || 
were laid on the table and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. H. EVERETT presented a report and res- |, 
olutions of the Legislature of Vermont, in favor | 
of the distribution of the proceeds of the sales of || 
the public lands among the several States; in favor || 
of a national bank, declaring the course of the || 
Executive in removing the deposites from the || 
Bank of the United States not warranted by the | 
Constitution; in opposition to the protest of the 
President, &c., &c. 

Mr. E. moved to lay the report and resolutions | 
on the table, and that they be printed. | 

On motion, the report and resolutions were 

e question on printing being propounded from | 
the Chair, there appeared 69 in the affirmative. 

Before those in the negative were counted, Mr. | 
SLADE demanded the yeas and nays; which were | 
ordered. 

Mr. SLADE said the resolutions emanated | 
from one of the sovereign States of this Confed- | 
eracy, and he thought should be treated at least | 
with so much respect as to order their printing. | 
He referred to the importance of some of the 
topics embraced in the resolutions, particularly as 
regarded the public lands, upon which the House | 
might shortly be called on to act,as a reason why | 
the resolutions should be printed. | 

Mr. CAGE said no man repudiated more than 
he did some of the principles contained in the res- 
olutions. But he submitted whether it was not. 
gong too far to refuse to print this document, | 
coming, as it did, from the Legislature of one of 
the Staces of the Union. He hoped that those who 
agreed with him in relation to the contents of the | 





THE CO 





| from Vermont. 


resolutions, would withdraw all objection to the | 


printing. It could do no injustice, and he would 


' vote for the printing out of respect to the Legis- 


lature of Vermont. 

Mr. TURRILL said he was disposed to pay all 
due respect to the Legislature of Vermont. At 
the same time he felt greater respect for this 
body. At the last session he had opposed the 
printing of the panic memorials which had been 
sent here. He had done this on account of the 
expense, and because he believed that by printing 
and sending those memorials out, an excitemeut 
would be created, credit destroyed, and many 
individuals of large fortunes would (as the resuit 
proved) be sacrificed and ruined. He was op- 
posed to the present motion to print, not merely 
because of the expense, but on the gfound that 


the resolutions reflected upon the action of this 


House. It would be recollected that after a pro- 
tracted debate of some months, this House, at 
the last session, sustained the Executive in the 
course taken in relation to the removal of the 
deposites from the Bank of the United States. 


| Months after this decision of the House, and after 


the adjournment of Congress, the Legislature of 


'| Vermont passed the resolutions under considera 


tion, one of which contains an unjustifiable attack, 
not only upon the Executive, but upon this 
House. 


Mr. H. EVERETT believed this would be the 


| first instance in which any objection had ever been 


made to the printing of any thing coming from 
the Legislature of a State to that House; and he 
could not but express his great surprise at the 


|| grounds of exception taken by the gentleman from 


New York, [Mr. Turritt.} Mr. E. would re- 


spectfully ask that gentleman if he was prepared | 


to say that the Legislature of one of the States of 
the Union might not express their opinion on the 
acts and proceedings of that House? He begged 
to hear the gentileman’s reasons for the ground he 
had assumed, before he called upon the House to 
adopt it, in refusing what was merely a mark of 


| respect, paid to every memorial from every State 


He 


Legislature, whatever might be its character. 


| hoped the gentleman weuld either do this, or with- 


draw his objection to the motion. 


Mr. CLAY asked for the reading of the resolu- | 


tions; which being read, 


ing would be withdrawn. 
not addressed to this House, but to the members 
It had been the uniform practice 
of the House to print every such communication, 
when presented. The resolutions expressed the 
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sentiments of the Legislature of Vermont on par- | 


ticular subjects. He dissented from the position 
which was assumed in them; but he hoped that, 
coming as they did from a State Legisiature, the 
opposition to the printing would be withdrawn. 
r. BYNUM was sorry that any opposition 
should be made to printing the resolutions. There 
was no man more opposed than himself to the 
doctrines which they contained. 
times more oppose 


If he was ten | 
to these doctrines than he | 
| was, he would not deny to the Legislature of 


Vermont, or to her members upon this floor, the | 


privilege of printing this document. 


ter, a similar application for printing resolutions | 


| adopted by an independent State, had been re- 


fused. God forbid (said Mr. B.) that this House 


low a factious example. He hoped that opposi- 


|| should ever exhibit so factious a spirit as to fol- | 


tion to the printing would be withdrawn, and that | 


the House would not countenance the course 
which had been adopted by another body on a 
similar case. 


Mr. SLADE contended that a refusal to print | 


the resolutions would be disrespectful to the State 
of Vermont. The State Legislatures had as much 


right to be heard here, in some form, as indi- | 


viduals. This was the only form in which the 
Legislatures could be heard. The Legislature of 
Vermont met in October last. 


to in their resolutions. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY said it was because the res- 
olutions were disrespectful, and for that cause 
only, that he objected to printing them. Thegen- 
tleman from Vermont [Mr. Stave] contended 


that it would be disrespectful to the Legislature | 


| disrespectful ? 
Mr. C, said he hoped all opposition to the print- | 
it was true they were | 
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of Vermont, if the House refused to print their 





resoluwons. In reply, he would remark, that he 
presumed no person would have opposed the 
motion, if the resolutions had been drawn up 
in a decent manner, and were respectiul to the 
House. But he contended that they contained a 
direct denunciation of what had been done by the 
House. He demied the right of the Legislature 
ot Vermont to pronounce judgment on this House, 
and then call upon it to record their condem- 
nation. He read a passage from one of the resolu- 
tions, which charged the President with having 
acted in derugation of the Constitution and laws, 
in the removal of the deposites from the Bank of 
the Unied States. The resolution was adopted 
in November last. This House had previously 
decided that the Executive, in the measure referred 
to, had not transcended his cunstitutional priv- 
ilege—that he had not acted **in derogation of the 
Constitution and laws.’’ He repeated, in con- 
clusion, that whatever others might do, for one 
he would not vote to record the judgment of con- 
demnation which had been pronounced against 
this House by the Legislature of Vermont. 

Mr. FOSTER denied that the House had 
come to any direct decision on the subject of the 
removal of the deposites. It had been in vain 
attempted to procure a vote of the House as to 
the propriety of the removal of the public moneys. 
The Committee of Ways and Means had made a 
labored report on the subject, and had come to 
the conclusion that the deposiies should not be 
restored, ‘his was the only point decided. The 
committee knew too well the temper and disposi- 
tion of the House to propose a direct vote as to 
the propriety of the executive measure. [le was 
astonished that the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. Bearpsiey} should now get up and contend 
that the tiouse had decided this question. Sup- 
pose the Legislature of Vermont had expreseed 
different opinions from those entertained by a 
majority of this House, was that any reason why 
the printing of the resolutions should be refused ? 
We were almost every day called upon by indi- 


' viduals to reverse the action of this Liouse, and 


every year we were asked by the State Legisia- 
tures to do the same thing. Was such a course 
Certainly not. 

Mr SULHERLAND wished to know whether 
the Legislature of Vermont had requested that 
the resolutions should be presented to the House 
He asked that they be read. 

The resolutions were again read. 

[They were not addressed to the House. } 

Mr. PATTON was in favor of the motion to 
print There was, he believed, but one prece- 
dent, and that was a recent one, where a proposi- 
tion of this character had failed He was not at 
liberty to refer particularly to this precedent; but 
it was one which the House ought to condemn. 
He appealed to the House to say whether an 
instance of the kind could be found, at least from 
1798 to the present time, where either branch of 
Congress had refused to receive or treat with re- 
spect any communication coming from the Legis- 
lature ef an independent State, regarding the 


| public policy and liberty? He should regard a dif- 
It was true, he believed, that in another quar- 


ferent decision as portentous. He dissented from 
each and all of the views contained tn the resolu- 
tions of the Legislature of Vermont. It was, 


however, a matter of no sort of importance what 


were the purticular views of this Legislature. , 
They had a right to present them here, and they 
were entitled to respect. He trusted, as this was 
the first effort which had been made here out of 
hundreds and thousands of cases to adopt a course 


| which he deemed highly improper, that it would 


That was the first | 
opportunity which had been presented of express- | 
ing their views upon the great questions referred | 


be promptly and decidedly condemned by the 


| House. 


Mr. P. referred to the history of the proceed- 
ings at the last session, on the subject of the re- 
moval of the deposites. He did not know what 
was then the judgment of the House in regard to 
the propriety of the removal. There was no 
such proposition presented for the decision of the 
House. That was a matter of no consequence. 


| It was admitted by all that the question was one 
of vital importance; and the Legislature of Ver- 
mont, as well as that of every other Stare, hod 
the right to express their views upon the sualijec: 
Mr. BURGES never expected to hear what he 
had heard this day. He did not suppose that any 

















‘. ore bs 
RE DS, 


él ecTCBWRM 










eo 






he 






bane ah 
Pane OE 


A 

























oe ae 
er: 





9, wer 





jib PEAY Shs 
erin a oy ang oem 


= 


as. 9 hg 


Sa geass 


eee LR 


al Ea ae 


LTD 
se ee et ery IP nly Ra 
cs Aired ae 


an crt met th Na beta 
ety 5 


Se 
nee eh cs twas 


a 
> «mee 


no hore 





e 
































262 


-¢ on SI TT 








member on this floor would attempt to silence the | 





voice of a whole State 

Mr. WATMOUGH here interrupted Mr 
Buaces, and called for the ordera of the day. 
Carried 


CUMMUNICATION FROM WAR DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of War, enclosing a geological 
report of Mr Featherstonhaugh; which was laid 
on the table and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. BEATTY moved to print twelve hundred 
eXtra copies OF said report, The motion hes over 
one diy. 

ROBERT JEWETT. 

A hill from the Senate for the relief of the rep 
rerentatives ot Robert Jewett, deceased, was read 
twice and committed, 


WASHINGTON BRANCH RAILROAD. 


The bill supplementary to the act for the con- 
struction of a lateral branch of the Baltimore and 
Ono railroad to the cicy of Washington, was read 
the third time, 

Mr. PARKER entered at length into his objec- 
tions against the passage of this bill, quoting the 
acta passed by Congress and the Legislature of 
Mary} ind, chiefly on the ground that it gave the 
company privileges (oo great aud extensive. 

Mr. CHINN said the objections of the gentle- 
man were extraordinery; for he understood him, 
the other day, to object to the bill because the 
Commitee on the District of Columbia had refused 
to grant the company sufficient privileges; and he 
now opposed it because the privileges were too 
large. 

Mr PARKER explained: He wished the ben- 
efite of the bill to be extended to every part of the 
district. 

Mr. JACKSON, of Massachusetts, was in favor 
of the bill. 

The bill was then read a third time and 
paseed. 


NAVY PAY BILL. 


The bill to regulate the pay of the officers of 
the Navy of the Unied Siates was then taken 
up. 

The bill was read a third time; and the question 
recurring on its final passage— 

Several members rose; but 

Mr. CROCKETT obtained the floor and said: 
Mr. Speaker, as this bill has consumed no less 
than three weeks in discussion, and as I had a 
bill made the order of the day, the day after 
this bill, viz: the 16th of December, and as I 
see a disposition to speak more on the subject, 
as speaking has become so fashionable here, | 
am therefore bound to move the previous ques- 
‘ton. 

Mr. HARDIN hoped his friend from Tennessee 
vould withdraw the motion. 

Mr. CROCKETT. [can’t do it, sir. 

Mr. JARVIS moved a call of the House. 

Ordered—ayes 125 

The call was proceeded with, and two hundred 
and ten members being found present— 


Mr. BOCKEE moved to suspend all further 


proceedings on the call. 
Agreed to. 


The motion for the previous question wag not 


seconded—ayes 82, noes 90. 


Mr. HARDIN then obtained the floor, and said 
he wished to submit a few remarks to the House 
on the bill under consideration, which was one of 

reater magnitude than was generally supposed. 
fo February, 1834, a standing committee of the 
House had reporied a bill to equalize the pay of 
officers of the army and navy; the bill was referred 


reported a substitute in lieu of it, and both the 
original and substitute were referred to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. A variety of amend- 
ments were made in committee on the original 
bill, and yesterday the question was taken upon 
engrossing the substitute, before it was adopted, 
in lieu of the original bill; and he called upon the 
Clerk to say if he was not correct in this state- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER said that was not material; and 
was not then a genom of order. 

I 


Mec. HARDIN did not desire to be understood as 


TER 





making it a question of order, because, although 
he had had the honor of a seat in parliamentary 
bodies for nearly twenty-four years, he never once 
had the honor of presiding over any deliverative 
body, ether as speaker, or as deputy speaker, or 
as speaker’s chairman, for he was never accus- 
tomed to wait round the Speaker’s chair, and of 
course he was iznorent of all the forms of order. 
He had only referred to the proceeding on the bill 
fur the purpose of showing the anxiety of the 
House to get the question, by having ordered an 
amendment to be engrossed instead of the original 
bill. Ele regretted that the subject had been so 
earnestly pressed upon the cosiderauion of tue 
House. 

Une argument had been urged in favor of legis- 


lating upon this subject, which, in his opinion, | 


was altogeiner unsustainable. It was remarked 
that we were out of debt; at peace with al! the 
world; that our finances were in a flourishing 
condition; and that now was the lime to increase 
the pay of officers of the navy. In answer to 
this, he would ooly remark, that we had to legis- 


late for the future; that however we mightincrease || 


the pay, that iucrease would remain hereafter for 
agestocome. In regulating the pay of the army, 
tne navy, and the civil list, we should bear in | 
mind that we ought to regulate it with a view to) 
its permanent continuance, not for the sunshine 
of peace and prosperity; but also with a view to | 
the fiscal embarrassments incident to war; for no 
nation could expect to go on for more than twenty 
years, without experiencing (ie vicissiiudes of 
war. [le was opposed, generally, to all proposi- 
uions for the increase of pay for avy officers of the 
Government, and invariabiy voted against them; 
because, when a man once got into office, there 
was a kind of understanding between the officers 
and the Government that the salary should not be 
diminished, and he was there'ore opposed to an 
increase of them. He would ask, why was this 
bill, then, pressed with such earnestness? Wher: 
was the necessity for it? We were told by gen- | 
tlemen upon the floor of the House, and we had 
| heard itin our private rooms, over and over again, 


from officers of the navy, that those officera could || 


not live upon their presentpay. If that were true 
Mr. H. was ready to admit an increase should be 
made; but if it could be proved to Le enough, it | 
ought to standasit was. Weshoul vear in mind 
that our navy was yet in infancy,and it might be 
necessary, and probably would become twice as 
large as at present, and that therefore we ought to 
limit our present expenditute of the army aad 
navy both, within what might be considered our 
capacity and means, 
What was the present pay of the navy? The 
aggregate amount, as certified by the naval depart- 


ment, was $770,000, using round numbers. The | 


officers of the navy were but few in number, 
perhaps not more than from seven hundred to a 
thousand, including the whole provided in this 
bill. How many of them were now (in a time of | 


| profound peace, when the necessity for the increase _ 


of pay had all at once sprung up) employed? He 
_ had made some calculation from the report of the 
Secretary of the Navy, and with an honorable 
member from Ohio had compared the number in 
commission with those out of commission or on | 
the stocks, and he had ascertained that there were 
not more than one-sixth part employed from year 
to year, one with another. With the exception 
of those employed at the navy-yards, who, God 
knows, were well enough provided for, better than 
any other officers of the Government, there were 
not more than one-fifth employed on the ocean. 
| Where were the residue? Generally at their 
| houses, or taking their pleasure. Now,he would 


| ask, when only about one-fourth or one-fifth of | 
back to a select committee, who, in May, 1834, | 


these officers were employed on the ocean, and the 


sity for the increase of their pay at this particular 
| time? They now received, as he had said, about 


$770,000, not including the appropriations under | 


| the ordinary bill. Now, what was the increase 


|| proposed by this bill? As the bill was reported | 


|| last February twelve-month, it increased the pay 
| of the navy $116,000, and the pay of the officers 
| of the army $70,000, in round numbers, for he 
} would not detain the House with fractions. On 
p Keparcing, the bill back again to a select com- 
il mittee, they knocked the army off altogether, 
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balance at home, where was the imperious neces- | 
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}and reperted a substitute for the erivinai bill 
eee 


increasing the pay of the navy $84 500, meking 
a total increase >f $200,500. he bil was then 
referred to a Commuiee of the Whole House 
where it underwent a variety of modificatio:.s. 
and before it came to the amendmen: passed 
yesterday, Mr H_ sent the bill to the Nevy De. 
partment, and by that means ascertained ihat the 
increase amounted to the eum he had stated 
$200,500. Aiter that caleulotion had been mate, 
one oi his colleagues [Mm Pore] moved n amend. 
meni proposing lo increase tie pey of pmet mid 
shipmen. A gentleman from Maine made a ca! 
culation us to how much that amendmeit v« uld 
add tothe bill, and he made it appear to be $32,000. 
Mr. H.’s calculation, founded upon the reoures of 
the Navy Department, brought it to $31,000, and 
if these were correct the whole increase would be 
$266,000. 

I'he modifications of the gentleman from Vir- 


_ginia (Mr. Wise| adopted yesterday, in relation 


to the pay of captains of the navy, diminished 
that suin about $15,000. There were thirty-seven 
captains, about (o-thirds of them had their pay 


| lessened about $500 each, and about one-third of 
|| them $250 each, making, according to Mr. H.’s 


estimate, about $15,000, leaving the actual in- 
crease by the bili, as passed the commilitee yes. 
terday $251,000—and ail this in a time of profound 
peace. And uf ever our navy should be filied up 
he had no doubt the increase would amwunt to no 
less than $500 000 a year He was perfecily 
confident that he was not inaccurate to the amount 
of fifty doilars, in any one calculation. If the 
estimates of the Navy Depariment were correct, 
then by the first bill there would be an increase of 
$116,000, and by the second bill of $84,500 addi- 
tional. 

If the calculations of the Navy Department were 
notinaccurate, Mr. H was satisfied that the whole 
increase would be $251,000. Gentlemen might 
say this bill was in lieu%f all commutation, and 
that the $770,000 included every thing except 
the item of mileage, which could not be calculated 
with any probable certainty. As this bili was an 
actual increase upon the present pay of the navy, 
taking it altogether, of about $257,000, better 
| than one-fourth, and not quite a third, the whole 
would hereafter amount to about $1,025,000 a 
year; and when the mileage of ten ceuts a mile 
| was added, they might fairly estimate that our 


|, naval officers in times of profound peace, would 


cost the Government $1,100,000 annually. He 
had made inquiries as to what the whole civil 
Government, including the legislative, executive, 
and judicial departments of the several States of 
Virginia, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, 
| Missouri, Kentucky, Tennessee, Alabama, North 
and South Carolina, making eleven States; the 
| whole machinery of the Government of those States 
| put together fell short, by at least $100,000 of whet 
was proposed, in a time of profound peace, for the 
officers of the navy of the United S:ates. Surely 
there was something in this, How much was it 
on the old Jeffersonian plan? That a mere hand- 
ful of men, in times of profound peace, when not 
more than one-fifth of them were engaged, should 
cost the Government of the United States $100,000 
more than the whole civil governments together 
of eleven States of the Union! Surely, surely, 
we must have failen on fine days of retrench#ffent 
and reform indeed! In the year 1828, it was 
promulgated to the world what wondrous things 
would be done upon the subject of retrenchment 
and reform! How have these promises been fual- 
filled? Office after office had been created; emolu- 
ment after emolument had been added and in- 
creased; and now, to sum up all, an increase of 
pay of officers of the navy to more than a fourth, 
and little less than a third, was to be made He 
called upon those gentlemen associated with him, 
who were attached to the political party that 
governed the nation, and who would be held 
responsible to the country, to look at the reports 
_issued from the House—to look at the circular 
letters, the speeches published, and those also 
_made on the stump, and they would find them- 
| selves held responsible for all this. For twenty 
| years Mr. H. had been contending to bring this 
| Government back to its original expenditure, and 
| he should continue to do so as long as he had the 
‘| honor of a seat upon that floor. He had not con- 
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| 
fined his denunciations of these extravagant ex- | 
penditures to the stump; he had made them in | 
that House, and he should do it again, and upon | 
every opportunity, when the occasion presented | 
itself. he country would hold the party attached | 
to the present Administration responsible for their | 
profligacy of the public money. 
But we have been told-that we have been un- | 
grateful to the navy, in the language of one gen- | 
tieman, ‘* the right arm of the nation.”” Let us| 
make a comparison of their pay with that of the | 
army. A lieutenant commanding in the navy 
got above $1,100 a year; a lieutenantin the army, 
taking everything into calculation, got $320, and 
a second lieutenant $762, &. Mr. H. here went 
into a statement of the salaries paid to the officers 
of different grades in both branches, in order to 
sustain his proposition, that the naval received | 
more, in proportion tothe number of men he 





commanded, than the military officer. A lieutenant , 


in the navy, he maintained, got as much as a 
major in the army, and a captain in the navy got 
higher pay than a brigadier general; besides, the 
former got ten cents a mile for his travelling ex- 
enses. If the latter got more than he had stated, 
+ made it up by left hand charges, by transporta- 
tion of baggage, quarters, &c.; but this would 
show that abuses had crept in, and if so, Mr H., 
for one, was prepared to go into the correction of 
them. 
Mr. WISE explained that a lieutenant in the 
navy acted as a colonel in the army, and a cap- 


tain as a general, for they were liable to be called || 


upon to command more ships than one. 

Mr. HARDIN resumed. In general, a full 
complement of a first-rate ship did not exceed 
seven hundred and thirty-threemen. In the Eng- 
lish ships about seven hundred and fifty. ‘The 


French had taken up a foolish idea—he ought not | 


to say foolish, but they had adopted the policy 


that the more men the better, and their large ships | 


now usually took upathousand men. Butif you 


took all vessels in the United States naval service, | 
of different sizes, from a seventy-four down to the | 
smallest, they would not average more at the out- | 


side than five hundred men each; nay, in general, 
they would not reach.four hundred. When a 


captain went out with his ship of acomplement of || 


four hundred men, he usually took with him a 
lieutenant to about every seventy men. That was 
the average Commodore Porter took in his expe- 


dition to the Pacific; that was the average of the | 
Mr. H. entered || 


old Constitution in the last war. 
further into this statement, to show that a lieuten- 
ant and midshipman did not command more men, 
upon an average, than a first and second lieutenant 
in thearmy. Upon the subject of gratitude, also, 
he would call one fact to the recollection of gentle- 
men, thatif a man died an officer in the naval ser- 
vice, his widow was pensioned from five years to 
five years. Heknew widows of meritorious offi- 
cers in the Army who were starving. One in his 
own neighborhood, whose husband, an officer in 


the army, fought at Raisin, Niagara, and at New | 
Orleans, was now without a cent in the world, | | 
and he had brought on a letier from her to General || 
Jackson, stating that she was reduced to want and | 


beggary, and the General promised to do all he 
could for her.: He knew a similar instance of a 
major in the army, who died at New Orleans, 


Whose widow and children were also reduced to | 


want and beggary. Hence it was that he said the 


navy got more than the army. He wished to |, 


God there was a law providing for the widows of 
all those who lost their lives in the service of their 
country. But he would again call the attention of 
the House to the contrast between the pay of the 
two services. Mr. H. then read an estimate of 


the different sums paid to the officers and crews of 


various ships engaged during the late war. 

Mr. H. then referred to the addresses of Com- 
modore Porter, Lofd Neleon, &c., to show that 
prize-money was the greatest incentive for sailors 
to fight well, relating an ancient anecdote to that 


as he called his wealth, on an assault, was the 
first to mount the breach, and recovered by the 
plunder of the town more than he had lost; on 
another occasion, being called on by his com- 
mander to do the same, he requested some other 


'| House. 
|| army, who were then toiling in the West, and 
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he possessed one. A gentleman referred to a i 
| captain yesterday who had been twenty-nine years | 
| in the service, but who was not worth $700. Mr. | 
| M. said there were some men whom you could 
| not make rich. But he would refer to the numer- 
| ous captains in this city, living in the finest pal- 
_aces—no, he must not say palaces—in the most 
| splendid mansions, built by the public money they 
| had obtained. Ask acommander how much he 
| made, and he would reply, why, in the last war, 
probably about $100,000. It was said their 
** March is on the mountain wave, 
Their home is on the deep.” 

Their march here was too often from the tavern 
to the Capitol, and their home was » Several 
| gentlemen around him said, in the galieries of this 
Mr. H. referred to the officers of the 





| were not represented there by committees, &c , 
and complained of the proposal for the army | 
having been rejected by the select committee, and 


|| the navy alone taken up and acted on, [Mr. War- 


MOUGH explained,] contrary to the just expecta- | 


|| tions of all. 


| In regard to a lavish expenditure of the public 


| money, the history of the last three hundred years 


| furnished us with one fact, that it was the natural | 
| tendency of all Governments to increase their 
| expenses from year to year. Such was the case 
| with the Governments of Europe; and he was | 


|| afraid the Government of the United States would 


_exhibit the same melancholy picture; that its 
expenses will be so increased that at last it will | 
become: too oppressive and too onerous for the | 
people to bear, and, according to the language of 
the other House, reform or revolution must be the | 

-end of it. It was the lavish waste of the public 

money that brought Charles I. of England and 

Louis 16th of France to the block; and it is one 

of the main causes of all the revolutions of empires 

that have ever happened. Gentlemen say that the | 
|| navy was a popular branch of the public service. 

He agreed. » But ought that House to legislate for 

fashionable attachment? He knew there was a | 

continued struggle to get expenditures on the sea- || 
board. He had no wish to impeach the integrity || 
| of gentlemen who were so zealous on the su’ ject 
of fortifications and other works on the sea-board; | 
|| but they could not help being acted on by their | 
feelings. In the language of Sir Robert Walpole, | 

Prime Minister of England, he said they came up 

a after year to be shorn like sheep. We (said 

r H.) come from the interior every year to be | 
| shorn, for your fortifications on the sea-board; | 

, but J, for one, am not exactly like the sheep, for | 

|| although I might be willing to be shorn, | will 

| make a noise about it. Mr. H. concluded by say- 
|| ing that he had a great many more observations 

} which he wished to have offered on the present 

| occasion, but he was unwilling to intrude too far | 
upon the indulgence afforded to him by the House, | 

|| for which he offered his acknowledgments; and he | 
should probably take some other opportunity of | 
giving his sentiments at more length to the pub- | 


ic. 

Mr. WISE said he was fully aware that it would | 
be improper for him to detain the House long on | 
|| the subject of this bill, as he had perhaps spoken | 
|| too much upon it already. He felt it incumbent | 
|| on him, however, to make a brief reply to what 
|| he considered, without intending the least disre- | 
|| spect towards that honorable member, to be the | 
ad captandum remarks of the gentleman from Ken- | 
| tucky, [Mr. Harpi,] who had just taken his seat. | 
|| Were it not for the already well earned reputation 
\| of the gentleman as a debater, he might be led to 
| the supposition that he was fighting for fame. He | 
| had certainly taken strong ground in opposition | 
| to bills involving public expenditure. When the | 
|| bill to compensate Commodore Full was before | 
|| the House, there stood the gentleman from Ken- | 
1 tucky to oppose it. When the Alexandria canal | 
|| bill was up, there stood the gentleman from Ken- | 


} 
| 
} 
| 


stood the gentleman from Kentucky. And now | 
| on the question of the passage of the bill to regu- | 
| late the pay of the Navy, there still stands the | 
|| gentleman from Kentucky. From this indiscrim- | 
‘| inate opposition to all money bifls, we might be led 
to suppose that the gentleman acts more from | 


|| tucky. When Meade’s claim was presented, there | 
effect, of a soldier, who, having lost his budget, | 
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ciples of sound economy. When the Louisville 
and Portland canal bill came up, there wax nol to be 
found the gentk man from Kentucky. And at the 
moment the gentieman was so earnestly couiend- 
ing for economy in navy pay, he eioquently—t 


never heard the veutleman more eloquent than to- 
day, though he always delightfully en:ertains me 
—justified the pay of the army, when [have ona 
former occasion, and could now, demonstrate the 
pay of the army to be nearly double ‘hat of the 
navy. But, with the gentleman from Kentucky, 


itseemed the army was like the Louisville and 


| Portland canal—the army clears the way of the 


West on their frontiers!) Yes, sir, the gentleman 
from Kentucky 1s like all the rest of us, when a 
little wool is to be sheared off we are apt to bleat, 
but if any is to be stuck on our skins, we are 
dumbas lambs. But, sir, the West is as much in- 
terested in the navy as the sea-board, and no more 
sheared than we are, in increasing its pay and 
emoluments. 

Mr. W. said such was theimpreesion which the 
course of that gentleman had made upon him, 
and he had watched that course with some atien- 
tion, though not, he assured him, with a little or 
invidious spirit. There was probably another 
cause for the habit of opposition which the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky seemed to have acquired. 
He was a long-experienced lawyer, and appeared 
sometimes to conceive himself addressing a jury 
of unpractised men. Such must have been his 
impression when he appealed to the friends of the 
present Administration, with a view®&o arouse 
their party predilections in opposition to this bill 
as calculated to render that Administration odious. 
It was true, the Administration was sometimes 
held responsible for expenditures for which it 
should not be held accountable; but did the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky suppose he could frighten 
the friends of this bill favorable to the Administra- 
tion from its support by threatening to accuse 
them of improvidence, if this increase of pay be 
improvident, in which every party in this House 
has its full share? In no sense can this bill be 
viewed as a party measure. 

Mr. HARDIN here interposed an explanation 
relative to a remark of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. Wiseg,] relative to his course in rela- 
tion to the bill for the benefit of the Louisvilleand 
Portland canal. He had already explained to 


| that gentleman that his own sentiments were in 


opposition to that bill, but that he had acted under 
instructions from the Legislature of his State. 
Mr. WISE said it was true a conversation had 
occurred, in which he understood the gendeman 
to be opposed to that bill; and he now learnt that 
he acted, in some measure, from instructions of 
his constituents. He had only alluded to it to 


|| show that all have their ‘** budget’’ to fight for, 


and that the gentleman from Kentucky could fight 
for his, as well as others. 

Mr. W. hoped the House would not, in its ac- 
tion upon this bill, take such views into considera- 
tion. It was merely a question of do/lars and 


| cents, and should not be connected with any party 


or extraneous ideas. He would conclude by 
adverting to a single remark relative to the for- 
tunes of the officersof our navy. He believed 
there was not one who received more than suffi- 
cient for subsistence—not one now in the service 
| who now possesses more than he derived from 
| inheritance or from marriage. It was not in the 

naval service that fortunes were acquired. On 
the contrary, it was impossible at the present pay 

to live as becomes a gentleman belonging to the 

American navy. The navy pension fund, too, 
, had often been alluded to. Not one cent of this 

came out of the pockets of the people. So with 

prize money. It did not come from the pockets 
_ of the people, but was wrested from their foes, 
As was well said by an intelligent lieutenant, 
whose letter he had on a former occasion intro- 
duced to the attention of the House, it was hardly 
fought for and dea:ly won. It was taken from 
the enemies of your country, and not from the 
people's treasury. What benefit, he asked, ac- 
crued to the young officers of the navy from the 
prize money so often alluded to as having been 
distributed to the commanders during and prior to 
the last war. He hoped the House wou!d not 


man to take his place who had lost his budget, for || habit than from calculation, but always from prin- |, suffer itself to be governed by such considerations, 
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He would detain them no longer, as the subject 
had certainly been sufficiently argued and dis- 
cussed. 

Mr. LYTLE said, Mr. Speaker: Before this 
bill goes to a vote on its final pasvage, I feel con- 
strained to say that I must differ with some of my 
colleagues with whom I have generally acted, and 
perhaps with a majority of the delegation from 
the West. The objections just made to it by the 
honorable gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. H«r- 
pin,] furnish an additional inducement for me, 
b, 1efly,to make some explanations of my views at 
this ume upon the bill before you. 

I know weil, sir, that whenever that gentleman 


chooses w devote the powerful, active energies of 


his mind, w the investigation of any sul:ject, that 
he can always present that subject in a clear and 
plausible, if nota conclusive manner, before this 
vody. The only objecuon | have to his style and 
manner of effecting his object, is that his long and 
successful practice at the bar, has had a tendency 
to make him forget that he is not here in full 
practice before a jury—and that having taken 
sides, he makes his argument, in correspondence 
with his professional habits, altogether a one-sided 
one. He has omitted nothing in the presentment 
of his views, from the organization of the navy ta 
the present time, which was calculated to preiudice 
the passage of the bill. But 1 did hope, sir, that 
when he undertook to enlighten the House bya 
comparison between the naval and army expendi- 
tures, aa sense of justice would have kept 
pace with ffs zealous spirit of inquiry, and that he 
would have made the contrast perfect But, alas, 
sir, it was followed out on the one side by facis 
i Oppesition to the navy,and on the other by 
assertions in relation to the pay, the duties, and 
expenses of the army; in reference to which my 
honorable friend from Virginia, (Mr. Wise,) who, 
by the way, has given to the subject, with a view 
to this very matter, great attention, entertains a 
wive and total difference of opinion, both as to 
facts and conclusions, 

But, sir, (said Mr. L.,) I object to such com- 
parisous—ihey are aluogether erroneous. They 
are calculated to create invidious feelings between 
the members of those two branches of the service 
—o awaken jealousiés, and produce embarrass- 
ments which should never exist amongst members 
of the same family. Sir, the cause is a common 
cause. Both are contending for the same great 
interests, and both should be well paid. If the 
army is indifferently provided for, let us know it, 
and apply there also the needful remedy; but as 
we ere now regulating merely the pay of the naval 
Officers, why start objections which may result 
in envy and the generation of bad blood Sameen 
the members of these two classes of our public 
service? [tis a just tribute to the officers of the 
army to say, that in reference to this bill, I have 
heard but one expression in relation to it—all 
have hoped for and encouraged its passage with 
a spirittof magnanimity and chivalry; they have 
always told me it was right, and wished it suc- 
cess. Sir, they are sworn brethren in arms, fight- 
ing under the same banner, and governed by the 
same interests and feelings. Let not discord come 
among them, then, by any act of ours, calculated 
to awaken causeless jealousies, where all is now 
harmonious and friendly. The matter, Mr 
Speuker, is reduced to this point: it is too late in 
the session essentially to change the features of 
this bill; immediate action is required, and we 
must either take this as we find it or leave the 
navy ina weak and deplorable condition. I am 
free to say, sir, if you are not disposed to make 
it respectable and sound, abolish it at once—burn 
down your fleets, and block up your harbors, 
destroy your fortifications, act on the defensive al- 
together, at the expense of not only the trade and 
commerce of the country, but eo much of its lib- 
erty as may be considered dependent on a naval ar- 
mament—on the marine power of theGovernment. 
If, however, it is the desire of the House to place 
our bavy ona rank and power that shall corre- 
spond wth any and all others that she may come 
in contact wih—that our “ stars and stripes’’ 


me) float prouo'ty and triumphantly wher-ver a 
breeze may waft, or a wave may bear it—that the 
i iets ofour rich and happy country may be 


suf.ly cared mito every port, where any other , 








ship may ride—that the seamen im our service 


may be enabled by their pay to exbibit, in their | 
intercourse with those they meet, the aspiring, | 
generous, and proud characéer of the Government | 
they represent. Pass this bill, and furnish the | 
means by which it shall bedone. Already, upon 
the most slender means diminished resources, 
have they sustained the wational honor, and the 
national character, at the expense of personal 
comfort and independence If you are to have a | 
navy atall, then let it be such a one as you will 
not be ashamed of. By your pay biil, show that 
you do not mean that men shall fight your battles, | 
protect your exiled citizens, cultivate by recip- | 
rocal hospitaliies with foreign Powers that most 
desirable feeling of ami:y and respect, which it is 
so eminently our duty and policy as a nation to 
maintain, without the indispensable patronage of 
the Government they belong to. Sir, this is noth- || 
ing more then naked justice, and so far myself | 
from being horror-stricken at the provisions of |, 
this bill, | would be glad to have it improved by |, 
the amendments proposed by the gentleman from | 
Georgia, (Mr. Jones,] some time back, in refer 
ence to the additional grades in the service, thereby || 
perfecting the navy of our Union, and making it, | 
in all respects, equal with all others. Sir, these 
opinions may surprise some of my friends with 
whom I have acted, but they are the same that I 
have always cherished, and hold myself ready to 
defend—but not on the grounds assumed by my 
honorable friend from Kentucky, [Mr. Haroun. } 
He christens it a party measure, and holds, after au 
eloquent description of the reform and retretch- | 
ment measures promised by this Administration, 
that he will hold as responsible for this most ex- 
travagant proposition the .dministration and its 
friends! Sir, how is this when, in the same 
breath, he tells us that one-third of the Administra- 
tion party is opposed to the bill, and that the two- 
thirds is made up by the opposition members of | 
the House? The two averments are admirably 
reconciled to each other. Sir, so far as I have || 
seen or heard anything in this discussion, it is 
totally exempt from all spirit of party. I go for 
the improvement of this great arm of the National 
Government upon principles of national policy 
and right. Party feeling and party interest never 
entered into my brain. When reflecting or act- 
ing on it, party feeling is dead, as it should be, in | 
reference to it, except so far as it may concern the 
common interest of our common country. 
The gentleman from Kentucky did not seem to 
expect support from the western country for this | 
bill. Sir, | admit with him that an opposition 
might justly and fairly have been anticipated from 
our quarter. The close, and partial, and exclu- | 
sive policy of those on the sea-board to our west- || 
ern interests, was well calculated to make us re- | 
turn the compliment on this, and on all other such 
occasions. But I have ever regarded the navy of 
our country as a subject of the deepest and most || 
thrilling national interest. [ have sunk, and have | 
always been willing to sink, my feelings of local || 
or sectional interest, in a question that involved 
the common welfare, glory, and perpetuity of the | 
country. Born and nurtured in the back-woods; | 
a buckeye in feeling and thought, in education, | 
habits, and action, | trust, as a Representative on | 
thi floor, I shall never forget the obligations thus 


imposed upon me by that station of common || 
national, indivisible interest. Thus, sir, | regard | 
the bill which proposes to protect and sustain the | 
navy of our Union. I have never seen the, 
ocean, never inhaled a breeze from the salt water. 
I have never but once trod the deck of a man-of- 
war, and have yet to see a ship of the first class 
under sail. But Lhopeand believe, sir, if | know | 
myself, that there is that within me, which, if I were || 
on the extremest boundary of our western fron- 
tiers, would never, +ever make me forget that I 
was an .dmerican citizen—would never subdue the 
feelings of proud exultation which [ still remem- 
ber of having felt in early boyhood, when hear- 
ing of the result of the well-fought battles of our 
gallant tars upon the high seas—nor make me 
pause upon a proposition to amend the unjust pol- |. 
icy of the Government towards them, for the gal- | 
lantry they have displayed, the privations they are | 
stilleaduring, and thedemands which they now 

have, aud are entitled to make, ou the justice of |, 
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told you, that instead of their ‘*march’ 





February 18, 


their country. Again, sir, we are wld cf tie peo- 
sions already received by the widows vo! deceased 
naval officers; and thy friend beiore me has in- 
stanced one in his own neighborhood =f aw gad 
it is so, and that she is comforiabie; and | wish 
to God that | could say as much of the widows 











of the living officers of our navy. I kuow one, 
sir, whose residence is not out of sight of the 
| Capitol, who may now indeed be within the sound 


of my voice, whose gailant husband is on a two 
or three years’ cruise in the Pacific, and whose 
salary amounts to the miserable pittance of eleven 
hundred doilars; the one-half of which he has di- 
vided with a lovely and growing family, consist- 
ing of his wife and some five or six chtidren; and 
out of this sum he must interchange civiliues as 
commandant of the station with the cfficers of 
all other Governments he may happen to find 
there. . 

Sir, if you mean to have a navy that will an- 
swer the just purposes and expectations of the 
Government, you must expect to pay for it; but 
yet we are furnished with a history of the enor- 


_ mous sums paid to different crews, or received by 


them in the shape of prize money. Well, sir, it 
is earned ouly in time of war, and well earned 
then, Mr. Speaker—earned as much for the coun- 
try as for the sailor who enjoys 1; for it is a re- 
ciprocal benefit to the country, and whoever the 
country may employ totakeit. By crippling the 
resources ut the enemy, you add to the country’s 
strength, no matter into whose pockets the plunder 
goes, or if one farthing should never reach the 
coffers of your Treasury. But my worthy friend 
has had his sensibilities excited, also, by the ap- 
pearance of navy officers in the citys and has 

being **on 
the mountain wave, and their home upon the 
deep,”’ their **march is now from the tavern to the 
Capitol, and their home in our gallery.’’ He seems 
offended at the appointment of a committee to 
come on here to explain to the members of this 
House and its committee, matter which could 
never have been furnished elsewhere. Why, sir, 
is there any thing unjust or presumptuous in this? 
Their every thing is at stake; the rules and prin- 
ciples by which they are to be governed, perhaps 
for the balance of their lives; their whole future 


destiny dependent on the decision of the House 
| this day, sir, upon the fate of this bill, and they 


debarred the common privileges of American free- 
men, of expressing their opinions, or giving their 
advice, when it is really indispensable to correct 
action, and denied a seat in the gallery to ascer- 


|| tain the result! 


1am unable to perceive or appreciate the enor- 
mity of this offence. The officers of the army 
do, also, come here, and they have the right to 
come; and I think the honorable gentleman will 
find two army to one naval officer at this time in 
the city; and so great was this grievance, as 
complained of by the Secretary of War, from the 
too frequent visitations of his troops here last 
winter, that he had to issue a proclamation to 
keep them off, during the session of Congress, as 
every gentleman here must remember. The order 
was revoked, and with at least as much propriety 
as it was made, but we all know the fact. 

The officers of the navy, then, have done no 


| more than other people—they have loohed a lit 


after their own interests—they found them in 


jeopardy, and came, for the last time, to their 


rescue. Sir, I deny thatthe navy is the *‘ spoiled 
child of the Government.’’ She is the abused, 


| neglected, cast off member of the family. It is 


time her injuries should be redreesed, her services 
rewarded--no better time could have happened 
than the present—even the vote upon the present 
bill, sir, may be regarded »s big with the fate of 


|| the dearest interests of the country. Sir, it may, 
| it will have an important bearing, as it should, 


upon our foreign relations—it will show that the 
people are awakened to a sense of the diffi- 


culties that are epproaching, and to a correct ap- 


preciation of the same. No man can look at the 
papers from the East this morning, and not be sat- 
isfied that a war-cloud is now lowering upon us; 
it is plainly visi®le, sir, at least in the horizon; if I 
mistake not, it will soon be upon us, and if | had, 
or could have my way, so far from being stoggered 
by the provisions of this bill, 1 would add the 
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